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Further Correspondence respecting the Affairs of Egypt. 


Part II- 


No. 1. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.— (Received January 2, 1882.) 

(No. 386.) Cairo, December 22, 1881. 

SrKieeS ^ " ““ *° h “ 

general satisfaction. j have, & c . „ A T ^ 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALE1. 


No. 2. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville .—( Received January 2, 1882.) 

(No. 389. Confidential.) cfe, Decem ier 26, 1881. 

My V HAVE the honour to inclose herewith a copy of 
Colvin on the probable development 

manner in which it may affect i .u a t the movement will, sooner or later, 

Sir Auckland Colvin starts on tChamber, and of giving the 
take the form of making the Minis 1 3 If this takes place the position ot 

Chamber the right to discuss and sanction the that t £ e two Governments 

the Control will be materially alteied, a sta te P authoritatively that while leaving 

should now, when the movement n • ’ they please f or their internal govern- 

full liberty to the Egyptians to f ^me wliat me “ acquired by the Powers, they in no 

ment so far as they are pot inconsistent with the^status^a^q^ they > possesSj and that it is 

i&S* — jr He hel^Hiat if a ^ 

beginning its labours, would engendei. indicated by Sir Auckland to 

8 I have had an opportunity of him the delicate nature of the 

Sultan Pasha, President ot the Lhamhei. P i(m tQ preve nt the Sultan from taking 
situation, and the extreme ncGL '“^ > f ^ p owers was the only hope for Egypt, and 
alarm. I observed that the institutions which were considered by the Powers 

to^e'necesMiry^it^vouWforhiit^the^gcKJdwill which hud hitherto always been shown by 
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the Powers in their policy towards Egypt, that if, on the other hand, it devoted its time to 
reforming the numerous abuses which existed in the internal administration of the country, 
it would show that its aims were reasonable and that confidence could be placed in it, the 
consequence of which would be that if later on it made representations with regard to 
Administrations in which the Governments took a special interest they would be listened 
to with respect, as coming from a body which had already proved its title to considera¬ 
tion. 

I licivc &e. 

(Signed) ’ EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 2. 

Memorandum by Sir A. Colvin. 

J <? 

THE events of the last three months, and the movement still going on in Egypt, 
must necessarily make itself felt in the relations of Egypt with the two Powers. It will 
be well to describe briefly what the present movement seems to be, and in what direction 
it threatens to encroach on the ground held by England and France. 

In its origin the movement is, I think, unquestionably an Egyptian movement against 
Turkish arbitrary rule. The rebound from Ismail Pasha’s tyranny, the growing emancipation 
of the Egyptian mind owing to its close contact with Europeans, and the opportunity 
given by the anomalous position in which Egypt finds herself in relation severally to 
Turkey and the tw r o Powers, have immediately led to the events we arc now witnessing. 
Cherif Pasha having been placed at the head of the movement, partly from conviction but 
more from weakness, is allowing himself to be carried forward on it, and will, T think, bo 
eventually swept away by it. He is quite incompetent to control and little able to 
guide it. 

The movement, though in its origin anti-Turk, is in itself an Egyptian national 
movement. For the moment it is careful in its attitude towards Europeans, because it has 
need of them in its duel with its immediate opponents; but it cannot look on them with 
favour, or be animated, au fond , by any other desire than that of eventually getting rid of 
them. 

So much for the nature of the movement; next as to the direction in which it threatens 
to encroach on the ground now occupied by England and France. 

There will be, I think, a twofold danger: first, a disposition to ignore or modify the 
engagements by which Egypt is bound ; secondly, to get rid of foreign interference in 
branches of the administration in regard to which there exist no direct engagement. 

With regard to the first. In his letter to the Khedive, Cherif Pasha expresses his 
intention of proposing a more liberal law for the election and powers of the Delegates. 
This he is now engaged in preparing. He has not hitherto consulted the Control, but 1 
learned later that it was his intention to give to the Delegates the power of voting the 
Budget, and to introduce, in the fullest sense of the word, Ministerial responsibility to the 
Chamber. Popular feeling (but here L speak from hearsay, and not with knowledge of 
facts) is prepared to express itself through the Chamber against the “ Caisse de la Dette 
Publique ” as a costly and useless institution, as well as against other institutions created by 
Khedivial Decrees, and sanctioned by the Law of Liquidation. 

If the right of voting the Budget, in other words, control over the finance, is given to 
the Chamber, the position of the Anglo-French Control will be profoundly modified. At 
present, it is effective because the Council governs the country, and in the Council the 
Control has a seat and an effective voice; while it is in constant and intimate relations with 
the different individuals composing the Cabinet. But it can have no relations except of 
the most indirect character with the Chamber, nor any confidence in the decisions of that 
irresponsible and ill-instructed body. Now, if the Chamber is to vote the Budget, can the 
Control exercise any useful check on the finances P The Chamber, doubtless, in voting 
the Budget, can only do so within the conditions allowed by the Law of Liquidation ; but 
those conditions are sufficiently elastic to allow of the finances being misapplied in a degree 
which would endanger financial equilibrium. 

We have caused this to be pointed out to Clidrif Pasha, who is said to be prepared 
to modify his projects in accordance with our views. But whether the Chamber will 
accept his modification is another matter. Meanwhile, the illustration is sufficient to 
show the nature of the questions which must arise as the present movement develops 
itself. 

As to the second danger, there is, I understand, no doubt that the land survey and 
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violently attacked by the Chamber, with the view o owm = class of 

the transfer of the latter to native hands..t.ngland w The Control 
attack, as directly admtmstermg moreW-rf ‘he: scrvtcethan 1 ; roved 

has no immediate concern with these Departments , bn so tar as t y ^ R ^ to 

administration, it has a very vital lnte !® ’ . j , a y ons ” ; n which an Englishman has 

Cental a" 1 dttay, Pop- 
Si's Ittecks £ — “tied hy the Powers in the 

country. , , . 1oo „ n +i 1P w i=lies of the two Cabinets are, in 

It is therefore, I thmk, necessary to learn what the wanes o are expected 

view of the future which is immediately before us, and" 18 J he Government to place 

Government. . , ,, T • 1 , no w ise he discouraged. It 

The liberal movement now going on should, I thmK, m ^ise But j belie ° vc it is 

has many enemies, no less among Euiopeans^ ^ for the qoo d of the country, 

essentially the growth of the popu ai p ’ ‘ ut precisely because I wish it to 

and that it would be most impolitic to thvw t ; f^ wit hin what limits it 
succeed, it seems to me essential that;it should leain raised , the failure 

must confine itself. Otherwise, cxpectatio ^ . . doin" or to be done, neither 

of which may lead to its entire /^com^ the Powers have 

the Government nor the Chambeis s 1 , and | n tcnd to maintain it. The 

assumed a direct financial eontro °vc ljr0D0 scd measures which jeopardize this 

Powers should not, in my opinion, accep ‘11 .- tbe covm try, and is therefore the 
Control, which is essential at presen o ie ^ ques ti 0 n.” All that is guaranteed 

main safeguard against the recurrence of a B yi 1 bc autllor i ta tively placed 

by the Law of Liquidation and p:receding D S “° t 7 tvanster the centre of financial 

conduct 0 /hSancial‘ affah's, foe which they have made 

themselves responsible in Egypt. whoC ver may represent the Govern- 

At the same time I would give CWiifTasho, « Mioc^ * * ular ttttacks on 

ment, to understand that he is m b ° mC ans ook with indifference on 

European Administrations, and that Admhdstvations is in itself, though 

the success of any such attack.,. ^ , Tliev are the spokes of the wheel 

doubtless with many imperfections, a centre of ^ p^uronean of the Customs is a 

representing the Control. The at mu 11 ‘ bo i c | ers 0 f stock guaranteed by the Customs 

guarantee to European commerce, and to t o The Land Survey is a 

revenues, of an intelligent anc ieas ° of order and equitv in the land revenue 

guarantee to Egyptians and ^Europeans “ nn J w lJioh is imposed no less 

assessment, which famishes the meatiraaj■ j t ations conducted by Europeans require, 

, on foreigners than on natives. Other of Europeans to introduce 

-««/■ a - - - 

pean direction, is inadmissible. would advocate, is the open and firm recognition 

The line, it will be thus seen, t.iat l this critical juncture when Egypt is 

by the Powers, through their °™ a * c ^material interest they possess and intend to 
remoulding her internal organize , liberty to the Egyptians to frame what 

maintain in the Administration, leaving3 6 „’fa as they are not inconsistent 
measures they please tor then- intend g j thc Egyptian Administration is 

with the status acquired by tin. 1 owevs. i ral t0 modify their share they must 

a partnership of three. Unless 1 “ "/“ns me in a state of movement and change, 

secure and strengthen it, now that the Uy) P t be discussed and settled here 

They cannot look on with md.fference, and alltow* imposed from the 

without some intimation of then v.ews. If^ “ L th ? nU , the relations between 
first much misunderstanding will arise, ® declaration, now when the Chamber is. 

us and the Egyptians than would the author Utnre dectaratro , 

about to meet, of the intentions of the Poweis. 



Of course it is essential to the putting into practice of the views here expressed, that 
the two Powers should be wholly agreed, and that the expression of their intentions should 
be identical. I assume this would be the case, for without this assumption it is useless to- 

discuss the relations of the Control with Egypt. (Signed) A C COLVIN. 

Cairo, December 21, 1881. 


No. 3. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 2, 1882.) 

(No. m Confidential.) Cair0> December 26,1881. 

7 I HAVE the honour to inform your Lordship that Mr. Wilfrid Scawen Blunt, 
who was formerly in Her Majesty’s Diplomatic Service, and who has of lecent years 
travelled 8 much*among the Arab tribes, and has devoted himself to acquiring a knowledge 
of their history and their political organization, has been staying for some foment C , 
nnd has formed the acquaintance of Colonel Arabi Bey and of the Chiefs of the University 

I have done my utmost to dissuade Mr. Blunt from taking a step which may lead to 

SSsn t » 

WlUC For instaifce^tlnfdocument in question starts with a false statement It avers that 
n thp ntu Sentember the Khedive promised Parliamentary government. It is true that 
^ws 9 o^ S o7tl“ demands put foLrd, hut the Khedive did not agree to rt. and ,t 

be to alter the friendly 

relations whth eiist bitten the Khedive and the Sultan, who , suspie.ons and 
reVe MfBlunt has not accepted the advice which I p j 

t w** oi W n V a been friendly towards the aspirations of the JN ationai i arcy. i 

■“ .us ; i.s = 

person of education and knoil receiv” nothing from England but moral 
support when ‘thctime ofdifficulty comes we shall be regarded as false friends, and have 
to P take’the consequences of such a feeling towards us.^ ^ 

(Signed) ’ EDWARD B. MALET. 

P q Since writin" the above Mr. Blunt has been to me again, and tells me that, in 
cons^uenc^of my^bsawations this ln°rninn'^clmn^edrthat^the Chamber 
the Khedive to grant by name? This is, as your Lordship 

existed before, and to which the Sultan has raised no 
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objection ; I must therefore retract my previous remark that Mr. Blunt had not accepted 
my advice. E. B. M. 


No. 4. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville— (Received January 2, 1882.) 

(No. 391 •) Cairo, December 26, 1831. 

My Lord, , , . vr 001 0 f the 19th instant, I have the honour o 

y WITH reference to my despatch No. Ministry of War passed 

inform your Lordship that, on Controllers-General. 

the Council in accordance with t P I insisted upon the augmentation of the 

Up to the last moment the Minister oi t be sen0 us trouble. 

army to 18,000 men, and C 0 n this point it was absolutely necessary to 
Sir Auckland Colvm and I he necessities of the country and to take the conse- 

act in accordance with. the fman ^ ^ wim he finaUy understood the matter he 

sid^^enVirelVwK^the ^hermvid^a^opl^of^uote^which'^the^cmtrollers-General 

malet 

(Signed) EDWAKD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 4. 

Note from the Controllers to the Council of Ministers. 

LE Budget de la Guerre dtait en 1881 de £’ ^f^y^budgdtaire et les engagements 
Les Contr&leurs-Generaux estunen q c Pommission de Liquidation ne permet- 
pris par le Gouvernement Egyptien vis-^-vis dela ^ £ E 622j000> n s Iie penvent 

tent pas d’elever ce Budget pour J*\e ^ g( ? t inscr it e a un autre Budget, m que le* 

admettre qu’une partie des depenses g ^ crddit pour appeler sous les drapeaux un 

Ministre de la Guerre sautonse du vo d l e £ j*. 522,000 perrnet de loger, 

nombre d’hommes superieur h celui qu un o g 

d’armer, de noumr et de vfitn. assentiment h une augmentation dc depenses 

?“m"e t—'JtVa— deVnibilltd ainsi quo les achats de chevaux, e 
&U rri,^:„"fohservations les ContrMeurs-Gdndranx out en vue ans, h.en 

l’int^rSt veritable de l’arm6e que cclui u ‘ ent Tlgyptien. a entretemr une armee 

Les Firmans autorisent, il eat vrai, ^ leg Controleuvs-Generaux ne peuvent 

d’un effeetif maximum de 18,000 b j* i B caB les ressources budgetaireB permet- 

qu’exige l'entretien de feftectif appeld sous es 

drapeaux.^ ^ ^ Dfcmlire, 1881. 
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No. 5. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 2. i882.) 

(No. 392.) 

My Lord, Cairo , December 26, 1881. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith, extracted from the “ Moniteur Egyptien ” 
of the 23rd instant, a Decree of the Khedive, sanctioning the Budget for 1882, with 
Tables annexed. 

The total revenu is estimated at 8,673,225/., and the expenses at 8,463,968Z. 

Last year the revenue was estimated at 8,419,421 Z., and the expenses at 8,308,870/. 
In addition to the credits opened on the General Budget, further expenses will be 
charged on the Extraordinary Budget to the amount of 540,000/., among which figures 
100,000/. for the army. 

The general estimated expenses are therefore 8,463,968/. plus 540,000/., giving a 
total of 9,003,968/. 

The available surplus on the Budget of 1880 applicable to the Extraordinary Budget 
was 534,000/., and there is reason to believe that the amount for 1881 will be found to 
exceed this sum when the accounts for the year are made up. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 5. 

Extract from the “ Moniteur Egyptien ” of December 23, 1881. 


Lettre adressee par son Excellence Che'rif Pacha , President du Conseil des Ministres, le 
21 De'cembre, 1881, a Son Altesse le Khedive. 

Monseigneur, Le Caire, le 21 De'cembre, 1881. 

J’AI l’honneur de soumettre h la sanction de votre Altesse un Projet de Decret 
arrfitant le Budget Ordinaire des Recettes et des Ddpenses de l’Exercice 1882. 

Le Budget Extraordinaire du meme exercice ne pourra etre arr£te en recette et en 
ddpense que vers la fin du mois de Mai prochain, apres la cldture des operations de l’exer- 
cice courant. Mais la plupart des expenses pour lesquelles des credits devront §tre 
ouverts au Budget Extraordinaire de 1882, presentant un caractere d’urgence, et le Conseil 
estimant que les ressources de ce Budget seront i\ peu pr&s egales A celles du Budget de 
1881, j’ai 1’honneur de proposer & votre Altesse d’autoriser d&s a present par Decret sur le 
Budget Extraordinaire de 1881 l’ouverture de credits dont le total s’el&ve k £ E. 540,000. 

Je suis, &c. 

Le President du Conseil des Ministres, 

(Signd) CHERIF. 


Dtcret, 

NOUS, Khedive d’Fgypte, 

Sur la proposition du President de notre Conseil des Ministres, et l’avis conforme de 
notre Conseil des Ministres ; 

Avons d&retd et d^crdtons: 

Art. l cr . Les previsions de recette, en ce qui concerne les revenus affect^s au service 
de la Dette Consolidde sont arrStdes pour l’annde 1882 k la somme de £E. 4,377,225, et 
le Budget des Depenses auxquelles il doit litre pourvu au moyen de ces ressources est 
arr£td A la somme de £E. 4,097,100, conformdment au Tableau (A) ci-joint. 

Art. 2. Les provisions de recette, en ce qui concerne les revenus sans affectation speciale, 
sont arrOtOes pour la meme anneehla somme de £E. 4,369,331, et le Budget des Depenses 
auxquelles il doit htre pourvu au moyen de ces ressources est arrOte h. la somme de 
£ E. 4,366,868, conformdment au Tableau (B) ci-joint. 

Art. 3. Les impots et produits de toute nature mentionnes dans ces deux Tableaux 
seront pergus d’aprds les lois, rOglements, et usages en vigueur. 


Art. 4. Nos Ministres sont charges, chaeun en ce qui le concerne, de 1’exOcutiou du 
present DOcret. 

Fait au Palais d’Abdin, le 22 DOcembre, 1881. 

(Signe) MEHEMET TEWFIK. 

Par le KhOdive: 

Le President du Conseil des Ministres, 

Ministre de 1’IntOrieur, 

(SignO) CHfiniF. 

Le Ministre des Affaires Etrangbres, 

(Signe) Motjstapha Fehmy. 

Le Ministre des Finances, 

(SignO) Haidar. 

Le Ministre de la Guerre et de la Marine, 

(Signd) Mahmoud Sami. 

Le Ministre des Travaux Publics, 

(SignO) Ismail Eyoub. 

Le Ministre de la Justice, 

(SignO) M. Cadry. 

Le Ministre de Instruction Publique et des Wakfs, 

(Signd) Mohammed Zeki. 


Budget Ordinaire. 


Tableau (A).—1. Budget sur Ressources affeetdes h la Dette Consolidde. 

Recjettes. _ _ 

£ E. £E. 

(A.) Contributions et revenus perqus dans les Moudiriehs de 
Bdlierah, Gnrbieh, Menoufieh, et Siout— 

Impots fonciers .. .. .. .. •• 2,317,835 

Autres Contributions Directes .. .. • • 96,415 

Justice.. .. .. .. •• •• 39,820 

Octrois.. .. ,. .. •» •• 20,600 

Autres impftts .. .. .. .. • • 49,400 

Revenus divers .. .. .. • • • • 29,498 

Produits divers .. .. .. • • • • 2,510 

Rembourscincnt des a\ances faites aux villageois •• 3,905 

Retenues sur traitement .. .. • • • • 12,035 

- 2,572,018 

(B.) Chemins de for, tdldgraphes, et ports d’Alexandrie— 

Chemins de fer et tdldgraphes .. .. •• 1,121,700 

Port d’Alexandiie .. .. •• •• 65,015 


(C.) Douanes 


Total 

Non valeurs a ddduire 


Total des revenus affectes 


1,186,715 

711,600 

4.470.333 
60,000 

4.410.333 


Defenses. 


Service de la Dette. 


Dette privilegide.. .. .. •• •• •• 

Dette Unifiee .. . • • • • • • • 

Ddpenses udministratives des Provinces et Administrations 
affectees— 

Services dependant du Ministere des Finances .. 83,468 
Sen ices dependant du Ministere de I’Intdrieur .. 59,245 

Douanes .. • • • • • • * * 

Chemins de fer et telegrapbe .. •• •• 

Port d’Alexandrie .. • • • • • • 


£ E, 

1,159,212 

2,223,927 


142,733 

63,579 

471,912 

35,737 


3,383,139 


713,961 


4,097,100 


Total 






Reca.pititxa.tion, 


Recettes .. .. .. .. .. .. .. <. 

Complement du prfilevement de 7 pour cent des recettes brutes des quatre 
provinces affeetfies 1 .. .. .. .. .. .. 


4,410^333 


4,377,225 


1 Le Gouvernement fitant autorise par 1’Article 9 de la Loi do Liquidation a 
prelever pour subvenir aux depenses administratives des provinces affeetees 
7 pour cent des recettes brutes de ces provinces, soit .. .. .. 

Et les depenses admiuistratives d’apres l’fitat ci-dessus ne s’elevant qu’a 

Le complement des 7 pour cent soit .. .. .. .. 

Doit etre deduit des recettes de ce Budget pour etre portfi en recette au Budget 
sur ressources non effectees. 


175,841 

142,733 


Tableau (B). — 2. Budget des Ressources sans affectation sp^ciale. 


I. Contributions Directes— 

Impots foneiers .. .. 

Autres Contributions Directes 


Recettes. 


II. Impots et Revenus Iudirects— 

Justice.. 

Douanes .. .. .. . 

Postes .. .. .. .. 

Octrois.. .. .. .. . 

Sel .. 

Autres impots et Revenus Iudirects .. 

III. Chemins de for, tfilfigpiphe, et port d’Alexandrie— 

Chcmins de for et tfilfigiaphc .. . 

• Poi t d’Alexandrie .. .. , 

Chcmins de fer de Hfilouan ., . 

IV. Paqucbots poste Kliedivich .. .., . 

Y. Revouus dc» autics Administiations de l’Etat 

VI. Revenus divers 

VII. Produits divers .. .. .. . 

VIII. Rcmbouraomcnt des avances faites aux villageois 
IX. Rctenue sur les traitements du personnel . 

A Dfiduire: 

Non valours 6ur Contributions Directes . 
Total des recettes .. 


£ E. 

2,918,832 

208,537 


212,470 

87,6*25 

251,360 

166,370 

298,058 


3,127,369 


1,015,883 


4,476,223 


4,336,000 


Defenses. 

1. Tribut de l’Egtpte .. .. .. 

2. Dettes diverse*,— 

Indemnity de la Moukabalah (Article 89 de lu Loi dc 
Liquidation) .. .. 

Indemmtfi de la Da'ira Sanieh pour le service de la Da’ira 
Klmssa (Aiticle 61 de la Loi de Liquidation).. .. 

Intel fits des Actions de Suez ,. .. .. .. 

3. Liste Civile et allocations ,. .. .. .. 

4. Cabiuet de Son Altesse lo IChfidive et entretien des Palais .. 

5. Conseil des Ministres ... .. .. .. 

6. Miuistere des Affaites Etrangeres .. .. .. 

7. Mmistfire des Finances .. .. .. .. 

8. Ministere de la Guene et Marine— 

Gueire .. .. .. ,. .. 

Marine .. .. .. .. .. .. 

9. Ministfiie de l’lnstruction Publique .. ,. 

10. „ dc lTiitfiricur .. .. .. 

11. „ dc la Justice .. 

12. des Travaux Publics . .. .. .. 

13. Chcmins de fer, tfilfigraphes, et Port d’Alexandria— 

Chemins dc fir et tfilfigraphe.. 

Port d'Alex.mdrie .. .. .. .. .. 

Cheinin de fer de Ilfilouan .. .. .. .. 


150,000 

34,000 

193,858 


422,96! 

70,000 


678,486 


377,858 

315,000 

59,733 

9,292 

13,162 

568,070 


492,961 

89,464 

514,951 

281,754 

439,270 


5,616 
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14. Douanes .. .. .. •• • 

15. Postes 

16. Paquebots poste Khfidivieh. 

17. Approvisionnements des chour,abs et magasins 

18. Fonds de rfiserve pour dfipenses imprevues 

19. Pensions de l’6tat .. 

Recapitulation. 


Recettes .. .. •• •• •• t • • • • 

Complfiment du 7 pour cent des recettes brutes des provinces affeetees . 

Total des recettes .. .. .. • • • • 

Total des dfipenses .. .. .. • • • • 


80,000 

120,000 

15,295 

50,000 

255,964 

4,366,868 


f E. 

4,336,223 

33,108 

4,369,331 

4,366,868 


Excfidant des recettes 


De'cret. 

Nous, Khddive d’^gypte, 

Sur la proposition du President de notre Conseil des Ministres, et lavis contorme 
notre Conseil des Ministres; 

Avons de'erete et decretons : 

Art. l cr . II est ouvert sur le Budget Extraordinaire de l’annde 1882 des credits 
s’dlevant if la sorame de £E. 540,000, rdpartis conformement au Tableau ci-joint. 

Art. 2. Aucune depense imputable sur ces credits ne devra 6tre engagee avantl appro¬ 
bation par notre Conseil d’un &at detailld dresse par les Ministres competents et indiquant 

l’emploi des credits mis it leur disposition. > . , 

Art. 3. Nos Ministres sont charges, chacun en ce qui le conceme, de 1 execution au 

present Ddcret. 

Fait au Palais d’Abdin. le 22 Ddcembre, 1881. ^ MEHfiMET TEWFIK. 
Par le Khedive: 

Le President du Conseil des Ministres, 

Ministre de PInterieur, 

(Signe) Cheiup. 

Le Ministre des Affaires Etrangeres, 

(Signe) Moustapiia Feiimy. 

Le Ministre des Finances, 

(Sign6) Haidar. 

Le Ministre de la Guerre et de la Marine, 

(Signe) Mahmoud Sami. 

Le Ministre des Travaux Publics, 

(Sign6) Ismail Eyoub. 

Le Ministre de la Justice, 

(Signe) M. Cadry. 

Le Ministre de l’lnstruction Publique et des Wakfs. 

(Signe) Mohammed Zeki. 


£tat des Credits ouverts sur le Budget Extraordinaire de 1882. 


Ministfirc tie la Guerre .. • • 

Ministere des Travaux Publics ., 

Chemins de fer 

Soudan, Ilarar, et Mer Rouge .. 

Fonds dc rfiserve pour dfipenses imprfevues. 


100,000 

170,000 

70,000 

100,000 

100,000 

540,000 


D 
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13tat Comparatif des Credits ouverts aux Budgets Ordinaires et Extraordinaires de 

1881 et 1882. 


Designation. 


Total des credits 
ouverts aux Budgets 

Ordinaires . 

et Extraordinaires. Diminution. 


De 1881. De 1882. 


L. E. L. E. 

.. 081,486 678,486 

.. 3,802,604 3,760,997 


Liste Civile .. .. • • 

Ma'ieh Sanieh .. •» 

Conseil des Ministres .. • • 

Ministere des Affaires Etrangeres .. 

,, des Finances .. •• 

„ de la Guerre .. 

,, de la Marine 

,, de l’Instruction Publique.. 


. „ de la Justice 

,, des Travaux Publics 

Chemins de for .. .. 

Port d’Alexandrie 
Chemin de Fer de Helouan 
Douanes .. .. 

Postes .. 

Paquebots postes 


Chounahs .. «• 

Fonds de reserve.. • • 

Pensions .. • • 

Soudan, Ilarar, et Mcr Rouge 


Difference dans le taux do conversion de 
livres Turques on livres Egyptiennes. 

Cette difference provient: (l) des amor- 
tissements effectues; (2) de ce qu une 
somrae de L. 13,764 avait eto inscrite au 
Budget Extraordinaire de 1881 pour par- 
fairo l’amortissemcnt de i pour cent 
prcsciit par la Loi de Liquidation. 

Augmentation resultant de ce quo l’entretien 
des Palais a etc mise ii la charge de la 
Maieh. 

L’augmentation de solde accordeo par lc 
Decret du 20 Avril, 1881, est comprise 
dans ce chiffre pour L. 51,000 environ. 

' Le Budget de 1882 a dte augments : (1) des 
depenses d’un bateau qni dependait pre- 
cedemment du Gouvornorat do la Mer 
Rouge; (2) du supplement de solde. 

Cette difference provient on grando partie de 
l’augmentation des depenses dss services 
de police au Caire et a Alexandrie. 

Depense occasionnee par ^organisation des 
nouveaux Tiibunaux Indigenes. 


Des crCdits evtiaordinaires avaient ete 
accordes cn 1881 pour lc renouvellement 
de machines. 


15,295 15,295 

190,705 150,000 .. 40,705 

235,290 255,964 20,674 

100,000 100,000 

8,855,606 9,003,968 313,891 195,529 


Differences cn plus au Budget de 1882 


No. 6. 


Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville—(Received January 2, 1882.) 

Mv^Lord } Cairo, December 26,1881. 

1 HAVE the honour to inclose herewith a copy of the Speech delivered this day by 
the Khedive on the occasion of the opening of the Chamber of Notables. 

Neither the Diplomatic Body nor the public were admitted to the ceremony, and the 
deliberations of the Chamber will be held in private, but a report of them will be 
published. 

r • I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 6. 

Speech of His Highness the Khedive on opening the Chamber of Notables. 

MM. les Ddldgu^s, . , . , , , 

JE suis venu vous exprimer ma satisfaction de vous voir rdunis pour representer les 

int^Dfcs mon^avfcneraent, j’ai voulu, avec fermetd et sinedrite, I’ouverture de la Chambre 
des ; mais les difficultes qui nous pressaient alors m’ont empSche de rdaliser mes 

intentions. A l’heure actuelle, nous devons en remercier la Providence; les questions 
financieres sont resolues, et, dans la mesure du possible, grace au eoncours des Puissances 
amies, les charges de l’Egypte ont et 6 allegdes. 
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Een r.e s’oppose done plus * Inauguration de la Chambre, et je viens au milieu de 

""To^s^ 

on pourvoyanU la seeurite de tons les baton* 

du pays, sans distinction, dans ““ Am'i'de l’instruction et du progrhs, je n’ai 

jamautltdek poursui™ au grand jour depuis le moment, oh j'ai pns les rones n 

G ° U C’ertTvous, Messieurs, de me “p ieim'eilc se consacrera tout entibre k 

La Chambre des Delegues sera devoucea * te des oblieations qui r&ultent 

l’etude des interets g6neraux du pays ; ® l * e ^ en „ a gements internationaux ; elle ne 

particulihrement necessaire dans une penode de 

^ sultan, noire auguste 

Suzerain. ____ 


No. 7. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.- (Received January 2, 1882.) 

(No. 1180.) Paris , December 31,1881. 

M ' G The inclosure is tlie draft, wliickbL 0 ° 'tlm proposal wliicb he 

-blob was agreed to by Her Majesty a 

G0V TW^ftoKtably baTO boon already communicated to your Lordship by the 

Prondr Ambassador London when this despatch reaches 

^ I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 7. 

M. Gambetta to Lord Lyons. 

Paris, le 30 Decembre , 1881.. 

It. l’Amhassadeur, . .. . • QU0 Lord Granville reconnais- 

VOUS avez Lien voulu me faire savoii hie h q^ d > An glcterre cn Egypte de 

sait avec moi l’utilite do cll ^gcr cs £ . q do j a Oliambrc des Notables convoquee 

donnerau Khedive, nl occasion de la £union dcux Gouvernements centre 

par ce Prince, Insurance officicUc de1appm .to 1 ^ actuelle du pay8 . Voirn 

toutes les difficult* qm P^d^Hpartdu Principal Secretaire d’Etat de,1a.Berne, 
To mc^dSrgcasse^o la redaction des instructions communes destmdes fc 

M.sTenldcwicz ct ii Sir Edward Malet. j’ai prepare en consequence, 

J’ai l’lionncur do vous adicssci 3 ^ Ohallomel-Lacour, afiu qu’il le soumette 

et quo jc transmets aujourd hui Excellence approuvorait cettc redaction, ]e 

au Comte Granville. Dans lc cas Agents a Caire par le t616graphe afin 

k " idCntiqUeet8imUltanee 

q „i lour sera prcscntc. qsj?** LfiON GAMBETTA. 










Inclosure 2 in No. 7. 

M. Gambetta to M. Sienkiewicz. 

(Projet.) 

Monsieur, Paris, le 

VOUS avez 4t6 cliargd a plusieurs reprises deja de faire connaitre au Khedive et 
h son Gouvernement la volonte de la France et de l’Angleterre de leur preter appui 
contre les difficultes de differente nature qui pourraient entrayer la marclie des affaires 
publiques en Fgypte. Les deux Puissances sont entitlement d’aceord a ce sujet, et 
des circonstances recentcs, notamment la reunion de la Ohambre des Notables 
convoqu4e par le Khedive, leur ont fourni l’occasion d’eclianger leurs vues une foi de 
plus. Je vous prie de declarer en consequence a Tewfik Pacha, apr&s vous etre 
concerte avec Sir Edward Malct, qui est invite a faire simultanement avec vous une 
declaration identique, quo les Gouvernoments Francais et Anglais consid&rent le 
maintien de Son Altesse sur le tr6ne, dans les conditions qui sont consacrees par les 
Firmans des Sultans et que les deux Gouvernoments ont officiellement acceptees, 
comme pouvant seul garantir dans le present et pour l’avenir, le bon ordre et le 
ddveloppement de la prospfirite generate en Egypte, auxquels la France et l’Angleterre 
sont 6galement intdressees. Les deux Gouvernements dtroitement associes dans la 
resolution de parer par leurs communs efforts a toutes les causes de complications 
interieures ou extericures qui viendraient a menaccr le regime dtabli en Egypte, ne 
doutent pas que l’assurance publiquement donnee de leur intention formelle a cet 
4gard ne contribue a, prevenir les perils que le Gouvernement du Kkddive pourrait 
avoir a redouter, perils qui, d’ailleurs, trouvaient certainement la France et l’Angleterre 
unies pour y faire face, et ils comptent que son Altesse elle-memc puisera dans cette 
assurance la confiance et la force dont elle a besoin pour diriger les destinies du peuple 
et du pays Fgyptiens. 


No. 8. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 2, 1*45 p.M.) 

(No. 1.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 2, 1882, noon. 

MY despatch No. 390 of the 26th ultimo. 

Mr. Blunt has telegraphed to withdraw his letters to the “ Times,” and I am anxious 
to prevent an impression which may be derived from my despatch that his interference 
has only done harm. He has, in certain ways, been of considerable service, which I 
mention in a despatch leaving to-day. 


No. 9. 

Extract from the “Times” of January 3, 1882. 

Programme op the National Party op Egypt. —The Syed Ahmed Bey Arabi 
sends us for publication the following exposition of the views and purposes of the Party of 
which he has become the leader:— 

Cairo, December 18. 

“ 1, The National Party of Egypt accept the existing relations of Egypt with the Porte 
as the basis of their movement. That is to say, they acknowledge the Sultan Abdul 
Hamid Khan as their Suzerain and Lord and as actual Caliph or head of the Mussulman 
religion ; nor do they propose, while his Empire stands, to alter this relationship. They 
admit the right of the Porte to the tribute fixed by law, and to military assistance in case 
of foreign war. At the same time, they are firmly determined to defend their national 
rights and privileges, and to oppose, by every means in their power, the attempts of those 
who would reduce Egypt again to the condition of a Turkish Pashalik. They trust in the 
protecting Powers of Europe, and especially in England, to continue their guarantee of 
Egypt’s administrative independence. 

" 2. The National Party express their loyal allegiance to the person of the reigning 
Khedive. They will continue to support Mohammed Tevvfik’s authority so long as he 
shall rule in accordance with justice and the law, and in fulfiltnent of his promises made 
to the people of Egypt in September 1881. They declare, however, their intention to 
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permit no renewal of that despotic reign of injustice which Egypt has so often witnessed, 
and to insist upon the exact execution of his promise of governing withi a“ 
Deputies (Medjliss Showra en Nawab), and giving the country freedom. They invite IIis 
Highness Mohammed Tewfik to act honestly by them in these matters, promising him 
their cordial help ; but they warn him against listening to those who Would persuade him 
to continue his despotic power, to betray their national rights, or to elude» h “ 

“ 3. The National Party fully recognizes the services rendered to Egypt by the Gov ern 
ments of England and of France, and they are aware that all freedom and justice they 
have obtained in the past have been due to them. For this they tender them their thanks. 
They recognize the European Control as a necessity of their financial position and the 
present continuance of it as the best guarantee of their prosperity. They declare their 
entire acceptance of the foreign debt as a matter of national honour—this, although they 
know that'it was incurred,'’not for Egypt’s benefit but in 

dishonest and irresponsible Ruler; and they arc ready to assist the ContioUera in 
char-in^ the full national obligations. They look, nevertheless, upon the existin D order 
rfSSpu in its nature temporary, and avow it as their to redeem the 

country out of the hands of its creditors. Their object is some day to see Egypt ent rely 
in Egyptian hands. Also, they are not blind to the imperfections of the^ ontid, " hick 
they are ready to point out. They know that many abuses are committed by those 
employed bv it whether Europeans or others. They see some of these incapable, otheis 
dishonest, others too highly paid. They know that many o«ees now held by| *a"£rs, 
would be better discharged by Egyptians, and at a fifth of the cost; an ? 
there is still much waste and much injustice. Ihey cannot understand that E P 
tZ in^ the land should remain for ever exempt from the general taxation or from 
obedience to the general law. The National Party do not, however, propose to lemedy 
these evils by any violent action ; only they would protest against their unchecked con¬ 
tinence Thef would have the Governments of France and England consider that 
having taken the control of their finances out of the hands of the Lgyp mns, ey 
responsible for their prosperity; and are bound to see that efficient and p 

oidy are e ^ O ^^ 0 y n ^ e p a ' rt y disclaim all connection with those who, in the interest of 
Powers jealous of Egypt’s independence, seek to trouble the peace of the country— and there 
a^mTny sueb—or °w!th those who find their private advantage in disturbanceAt the 
same time they are aware that a merely passive attitude will uot secure them i y 
l3 wbTcb is still ruled by a class to whom liberty is hateful. The silence o the people 
made Ismail Pasha’s rule possible in Egypt, and silence now would leave their hope f 
political liberty unfulfilled. The Egyptians have learnt in the last■ fe* >ea =; " £ tQ 

rtionnc and thev are resolved to complete their national education, this y 

national leaders" 1 "’into silence, as 
at Constantinople,; the press may Pashas 

— ^4^ time , e otbe ^^ciievin, toem to ^the^werm 

their further interference >nunarmed people. Such 
will continue to perfoim thou y that their force shall be maintained efficient 

being their position, they hold it impel^ tttr of 18 000 Ln. They trust that the 
and their complement made up to the full number ot h ^ estimates. 

European Control will keep tins necessity m Party. * They include 

“ 5- The National Party ot Egypt are a poll Uca,, not^ ieh 0 ,ous Fmty. ^ 

within their ranks men ot vai ions laces arc Mahommedans; but they have 

Mahommedans, because “"Vj-ten is o gYP the j and 0 f others who cultivate 

the support of the mass ot the Coptic Cl thegQ lhc Party ma ke no distinction 

the soil and speak the language o o) l • j equa i rights, both political and before 
whatever, holding all men to be b»oth , ch , e f Sheikhs of the Azliar who support the 
the law. This principle is accepted by all the M d 4a b iUties. 

Party, holding the true law of Islam ^ quarrel, either as Christians 

With Europeans resident in Egypt the National 1 ait) nave iju , 

[3d6j 






or as strangers, so long as these shall live conformably with the laws and bear their share 

of the burdens of the State. , , 

“6. Finally, the general end of the National Party is the intellectual and moral 

regeneration of the country by a better observance of the law, by increased education, ant. 
by political liberty, which they hold to be the life of the people. 1 hey trust in the 
sympathy of those of the nations of Europe which enjoy the blessings of self-government 
to aid Egypt in gaining for itself that blessing; but they are aware that no nation ever yet 
achieved liberty except by its own endeavours, and they are resolved to stand firm in the 
position they have won, trusting to God’s help if all other be denied them. 

No. 10. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January 5.) 

My Eor'cl Paris, January 4, 1882. ^ 

THIS afternoon, in execution of the instruction contained in your Lordship s 
despatch No. 1253 of the 28tli ultimo, I spoke to M. Gambetta of the question winch 
had 1 arisen respecting- the house tax in Egypt between M. Sicnkiewicz, the Trench. 

Agent at Cairo, and Clierif Pasha. . ,, , , 

b I went through the ease, as it is set forth m Sir Edward Malet s despatch 
No 367 of the 5tli ultimo, and pointed out to his Excellency that it was extremely 
desirable not to allow this affair of the house tax to become mixed up with the question 

of the protection of Tunisians in Egypt by Trance. . 

M. Gambetta said that the subject yvas new to him, hut that he would examine it 

without delay. x havc , &c . 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 11. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville— {Received January 5, 3‘45 P.M.) 

fTeleeraohic.) Cairo, January 5, 1882, 2'20 P-M. 

ARABY BEY has been named Under-Secretary of State for War. The design of the 
Government in appointing him is to utilize his influence. The ControUers-Genei-al aiv 
have not opposed it, as we think it better that he should be inside than outside the 
Administration. 

No. 12. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 1.) Foreign Office, January 5, 1882. 

WITH reference to your despatch No. 383 of the 19th ultimo, I have to express my 
satisfaction at the arrangements made by the British Auxiliary Commission for Judicial 
Reform for the continuance of their labours, and the acceptance by Mr. Scott of the tab v 
of drawing up a Report on the Egyptian Codes. ^ &c 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 13. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

^Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, January 6 , 1882, 1‘50 P.M. _ 

YOU may assent to M. Gambetta’s draft Declaration respecting Egypt inclosed in 
vour despatch No. 1180 of the 31st ultimo, with the reservation that we must not be 
considered as committing ourselves thereby to any particular mode of action, if action 
should be found necessary. 
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Sir E. Malet will receive instructions to make the communication in concert with hi* 
French colleague. ____ 


No. 14. 

The Earl of Dufferin to Earl Granville.— {Received January 6, 6‘30 P.M.) 

(£°; 3 ’) , . \ Constantinople, January 6, 1882, 2*46 P.M. _ 

^^ISlSTER for Foreign Affairs has come in great haste to tell me that the Mtoa » 
much discomposed at having learnt that tl g^ e ^ Sf°£r Jpt^inforimng him that, in the 

France of sending an identic note dnect t Governments will afford him material 

event of his authority being assailed, the tvo Gcneinn - . q such action> 

assistance. His Excellency entreats youi - J ° l P two Governments to the Khedive 
on the ground, first, that a note addiesse _ o ia n and secondly, that such a 

would compromise the recognized sovereignty of the S i ^ ^ reigning in Egvpt . 

L“rKtfkS S noUun g of the matter, but would represent Sultan’s 

views to your Lordship. 


No. 15. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 1.) Foreign Office, January 6, 1882, 6 P.M. 

(Te ’FOLLOWtNG identic instruction has been agreed upon by the English and French 

GOT TChavTalread y been instructed on several evasions to 

^iSrSu^STS IKiJh interfere with the course of puhhe 

affairs in Egypt. , thi sub j ect , and recent circumstances, 

especiaUy e thc V meeting rS of l rtie e Chatnber^of^otablM^convoked by the Khedive, have grven 

them the opportunity for a futthei ox ^'“ n f’ e ? , V1C to Tcwfik Pasha, after concerting with 
“ I have accordingly to instrucyou to deotare to lown^ , ^ ^ ^ e 

M. Sienkiewicz, who has been mstruc ‘ consider the maintenance of His 

declaration, that the English an do wn by the Sultan’s Firmans, and officially 

Highness on the throne, on the tcim to^uarantee for the present and future 

** ^ W ^ 6qUally 
inte ^rhe two Governments being closely associated^ 

united efforts against all cause of comp lt “ ’ j 0 ubt that the assurance publicly given 

the order of things established in Egypt, do not doubt^ ^ ^ h 

of their formal intentions in t us respcc « t would certainly hnd England 

Government of the Khedive might be ^P oso ^ vinced that His Highness will draw from 
So foSe-md strength which he requires to direct the destin.es of 

Egypt and its people.” __________ 

No. 16. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 2. Confidential.) Foreign Office, January 6, 1882, 6 P.M. 

(Te, l lP comLnicating to French "" hTwe 1““^ 
committing ^ourseWe^thereby to any particular mode of action, if action should be found 
necessary. 
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No. 17. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 12. Extender.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January -6, 1882. 

I HAVE received your Excellency’s despatch No. 1180 of the 31st ultimo, 
inclosing a copy of a note from M. Gambetta, accompanied by the draft, which his 
Excellency has been good enough to prepare, of an instruction to the British and 
[French Representatives at Cairo for a communication to be addressed jointly by them 
to the Egyptian Government in regard to the countenance and support which England 
and Erance will be prepared to extend to the Khedive for the maintenance of order 
and the general security of Egypt; and I have now to state that Her Majesty’s 
Government assent to the draft Declaration, Avith the reservation that they must not be 
considered as committing themselves thereby to any particular mode of action, if 
action should be found necessary. 

I have to add that Sir E. Malet will receive instructions to make the communi¬ 
cation in concert Avitli his Erench colleague. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 18. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 6. Extender.) 

Sir, Foreign Office , January 6, 1882. 

YOU have already been instructed on several occasions to inform the Khedive and 
his Government of the determination of England and France to afford them support 
against the diffculties of various kinds which might interfere with the cause of public affairs 
in Egypt. 

The two Powers are entirely agreed on this subject, and recent circumstances, especially 
the meeting of the Chamber of Notables convoked by the Khedive, have given them the 
opportunity of a further exchange of views. 

I have, accordingly, to instruct you to declare to Tewfik Pasha, after concerting with 
M. Sienkievics, who has been instructed to make simultaneously with you an identic 
declaration, that the English and French Governments consider the maintenance of His 
Highness on the throne, on the terms laid down by the Sultan’s Firmans, and officially 
recognized by the two Governments, as alone able to guarantee for the present and the 
future good order and general prosperity in Egypt, in which England and France are 
equally interested. The two Governments being closely associated in the resolve to guard 
by their united efforts against all cause of complications internal or external which might 
menace the order of things established in Egypt, do not doubt that the assurance publicly 
given of their formal intention in this respect will tend to avert the dangers to which the 
Government of the Khedive might be exposed, and Avhich Avould certainly find England 
and France united to oppose them ; they arc convinced that His Highness will draw from 
this assurance the confidence nd strength which he requires to direct the destinies of 
Egypt and its people. 

. I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 19. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville,—(Received January 7.) 

(No. 17.) , ooft 

My Lord, Paris, January 6, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose a copy of a letter in which, in obedience to a 
telegraphic instruction Avhich I have just received from your Lordship, I have informed 
M. Gambetta that Her Majesty’s Government assent to the draft Declaration respecting 
Egypt proposed by him. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 
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Inclosure in No. 19. 

Lord Lyons to M. Gambetta. 

.. Paris , January 6, 1882. 

My dear President of the Council, Excellency that Her Majesty s 

J I AM authorized by Lord Granville to lutoim your nxe ^ 30th ultim0j 

Government assent to the d ™ f ‘“ e comider^ as committing themselves 
with the reservation that they must . } , i ^e found necessary. 

in concert Avith his Erench colleague. Believe me, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 20. 

Earl Granville to the Earl of Duffenn. 

(No. 2.) Foreign Office, January 7, 1882, 7*10 P.M. 

(Telegraphic.) . J 

^^-l°s th1 y ime 2'described in my despatch No. 216 of the 

4th November to Sir E. Malet. DO sition of the Sultan in regard to Egypt. 

ItTs’not true that^i! G~a haf propLd, or Her Majesty’s Government agreed. 

to promise the Khedive material support. _ Khedive. See Parliamentary 

N °- &£& only make snch communications on special occasions, and they do not 
imply any doubt as to the sovereignty of the Sultan. 


No. 21. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.— (Received January 8, 9’30 P.M.) 

(No. 5.) _ Cairo, January 8, 1882, 5’30 P.M. 

(lde ?OUR Lordship’s telegram of the 6th t0 the Khedive this afternoon. 

My French colleague and I made tive Governments his sincere gratitude 

KtS-Kfoh ft shotted for his own welfare and that of his people. It w.lt be 
published in official paper to-morrow. 


Sir E. Malet to 


No. 22. 

Earl Granville.— (Received January 9, 1882.) 


(No. 398. Confidential.) Cairo, December 28, 1881. 

My Lord, . f M B lunt, mentioned in my despatch No. 390, 

a wrous imi ~ 

may he derived as to itfrom the terms of t la espa L t ions on the state of affairs 

On arriving here Mr. Blunt and I had is we ^ mist rusted the intentions ot 

from Avhich it appeared that the National p. V lively endeavouring to thwart 
Her Majesty’s Government, and « ‘cc, the "deposition of the Sheikh- 

ttl - ISl C B l«nt was aide to 

% "r^nU abstained from any interference in 
u_ e hi,,. su.olVIi.iil-Tslam. t? 
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On the occasion of the discussion of the War Budget, when ^ lst ^ 
of War was asserting that there might be serious t( $ 

eire wav, Mr. Blunt was good enough, at the request of Sn A. Cohm ancl me, to 
L to Arabv Bey, and by the message which lie brought back to. the effect that, 
however much the military might regret the impossibility of 

18,000 men, they lnd no intention of creating any disturbance, he relieved out anxiety 

and I disagree with Mr. Blunt as to the advisability of the 

publication of the National programme in the “ Times, I am bound to lccoul that I 
consider myself under serious obligations to him for the manner m which he has 
dispelled misunderstandings which might have led to dimcultics. f 

F I am anxious to acknowledge that he has m this. matter already been of meat 
assistance and that I feel sure that the confidence which the Egyptians, with whom 
S in Mm. will enable him to render further and essential service 

to the cause of moderation in the conduct of the movement which is m progress. 

I have, Ac. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 23. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.— {Received January 9, 1882.) 

(No. 4°1.) GVnVo, December 31, 1881. 

^ I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith, extracted from the ‘‘Moniteui 
Eo'vntien ” of the 30th instant, two speeches made in the Chamber ol Delegates 
by ^Sultan Pasha and Suleiman Pasha Abaza, with reference to the speech made by 

the is aware. President of the Quanta. He 

and Suleiman Pasha Abaza are respectively the greatest hmded proprietors ot Uppm 

and Lower Egypt, and consequently, by position and influence, the two most 
prominent members of the Chamber. have &c 

fSicnod^ ’ EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 23. 

Extract from the “ Moniteur Eyyptien” of December 30, 1881. 

Disco.™ wononce le 26 De'cembre, 1881,"par so » Excellence Sultan Pacha, President de la 

Chambre des Dclegues. 

MM T 0 mvcw S d'cnlendreles paroles do Son Altesse le Itl.ddivc, ot vous aver, pu 
apprdcier les cxcellentes intentions ct la forme volonld du h.cn qui " dcs 

Ce lan«n®c a dfi confirmer la conviction quo vous avicz dej.i dc la hienvcilia , 
.euthnents dlevcs et de la sollicitude eonstante de Son Altesse pour l’mteret public. . 
“^^^^tadefkmAltomoet de scs Conscillcrs quo vous etes rdun.s 

auiourd’liui dans cctte enceinte pour examiner les affaires clu pays. 

Eaisa.lt individuellcment plrtio de l'dlitc do la nation, vous en etes collcctivcmcnt 
la representation vivante. C’Jlt lii unc raison puissantci pour quo. vous soycz toujouis 

«s«io>ps nrudfnts et perseverants dans la thclie que vous allez lempln. . 

sages, piud , I.n ^ voug (lirp si dcs rffomies et une reorganisation sont 

• v ' 0 11 e .\ Vinivo mvs il est tValcment vrai quo celui-ei possible tous les elements 

p“ preTTddvciopper £ inWts vitas, tons les elements ndeessaives pour rdaliscr son 

SCS'f eonsacrev vos i^orts, sans miblier 
iamais les devoirs et les obligations que nous devons rcmpln 11 dont la icli n io 
menu' nous impose la scrupuleuse et fiddle observation. , , , • leciucl 

Entre toutes ees obligations il taut compter d’abord le 
uous sommcs mttaehds a la S^ihlnn^PorUs qrn es c P^n t^ ^P ^ ^ ^ ^ 

SSEjStaSgStiC rmdm"c a dprouvdlestemoignages do notrcloyaule 
envers elle. 
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Nous devons per severer dans cctte voie,, ct discussion, 

refonnes quo nous aUons aeeomplir.aiM q t uouvelle quo nous retirerons 

* la 

-core mos 

r a? dcs bon°s rapports cxistant 

actuellcment entre nous ct ccs Etats. dfcirent vivement voir s’accomplir les 

Ccux-ci, nous nc devons pas en doutoi, d6s ie ™, T do c0 qu i pent nous 

refonnes de notre organisation, ct no v ^ e ^ ^ dc ] a Tribune Parlementairo, ou 

p, “-.... 

services que le pays attend dc nous, n ome le * dcs questions diverses, oil nous 

Mreala fois prudent, ct pemeverants dans 1 etude dcs q Toi la nog 

cherchcrons a realisev cc qm sera utile ct ecaitci co qm scran u 0 

r.ssssttf: 

par nos concitoyens. u Pm'« coo-ps moderes, ct persevdrants. Tous 

Soy ons done, mes ebers edkgu ‘ qai ‘ Vculont marcher arrivont. Avec 

eeux qm voulcnt chercliei tiouve , L» o’^uce de hien commencer et de 

p a ide du Tout-Puissant, il nous sera donne, j espue, la O nico 

hien finir. 


Refuse de son Excellence Suleiman Pacha Abaza, DMjue’de Charkieh. 

M. le President, . An q Alh'^e le Nhedivc eontient 

Vousvenez de rappelcr ce q™ vti^t public. Vous avez expliqud 

d’intentions hienvcillantes et de sollicitude l l y j ui nous incombent pour 

cgalcment la tilchc que nous impose lc pays, ^ 1 ; nous liont . Ecscrvez, 

ot - nom de mes 

C0 ' lL liTcux quo poreonne panni nous, vous savra^que quomius assumions 

de Deleguc qu’avee laeonscicnee cnMm do respecter les Con¬ 
et avec la ferme intention dc lcip nation, cn realisant tout oe qm sera 

ddshablc^Kiui^soi^Mcm cf cu'nous^cffm'eaut^’eeartcr tout ce qui pourrait dtre eon- 
traire a P inter et public. 

Mes eliers Colli'gues, , 0 tous i es esprits sont 

Vous smez que tous las patrie a besom dc rdformes nom- 

preoeeupes de nos actes lutui i q , J^ n trons francliement dans la voie 

fcarss ;r Ji J”.»». -— 

'•"i';sr t as ~—rm.'“ £ 2X£ 

atte^identVuVtoVln^ 

C e nreoS“pS Si ^ons d sa r veil avec nne joie profonde et 

Le jour du travail s’est levA ^^ s ^ ent personnel, absoln, avec des 

“Ei; "rnirvolontd de rempliv loyalement la mission qm nous est 
J confiee. 
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No. 24. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 9.) 

My Lord Cairo, January 2, 1882. _ 

I HAVE tlie honour to inclose herewith the proposed new Rules for the organi¬ 
zation of the Chamber of Delegates, which were finally adopted by the Council ot 

Ministers on the 31st ultimo. . . inft _ mi , 

The members are elected for four years, and receive a salary ol h E. 100 a-ycai. 
The ordinary Session is to last three months. The Chamber may also he convoked tor 
an extraordinary Session, the duration of which will be fixed by Decree. 

The President of the Chamber is appointed by the Khedive mi the proposition oi 
the Council of Ministers. The Vice-Presidents and Secretaries are elected by the 

Cha^e Ministers may be present at the sittings and may take part in the debates. 
They may cause themselves to be assisted or to be represented on the occasion of the 
discussion of- special questions by members of the Council of Administration and 
Legislation, or bv the higher officers ot tlicir Departments. . . 

Ministers are to furnish all the information which the Chamber may desne. 
Acting within the limits of its attributions, members can through the channel of the 
President, call the attention of the Ministers to acts of public officers. 

Article 18 stated in its draft form that Ministers were responsible for their acts in 
the exercise of their functions. This was amended, and now reads as follows 

«The Ministers are collectively responsible towards the Chambei foi every 
measure adopted in Council which shall bear upon the rights ( par laquelle ll serai 
porte atteinte ’) attributed to the Chamber by the present Law. 

The same responsibility rests upon each Minister until regard to measures which 

hC '"incase of continued disagreement between ll.e Chamber and tlie Ministry the 
Khedive can dissolve the Chamber. In that case new elections will take place within 
four months. If the Ministers lay the same question before the new Chambei, and 
it confirms by vote the resolution of the preceding Chamber, the resolution must pass 

( Sei Tht C ChamhCT disciisreTand votes laws, &e., submitted by the Ministry, and gives 
an opinion on the Budget. The initiative of making laws rests with the Govern- 

Thc Chamber can adopt or reject laws submitted to it. 

No new tax can be imposed without having been voted by the Chamber. 

The Chamber may pronounce an opinion on the Budget ot each Department o 
the WMstv^ which opinion shall bo ‘conveyed to the Minister ot Finance by the 
President of the Chamber before the 20tli December of each ycai. 

The Tribute, Public Debt, and all charges resulting from the Law of Liquidation 

or International Conventions, cannot be discussed. 

of public danger, to take measures without 
the sanction of the Chamber. Presumably if the Chamber is not sitting, as the‘Article 
goes on to state that such measures shall be submitted to the Chamber, tor ratification, 

at ^Tho^members’will vote by rising (“par assis et leve ”) or vote in secret. A 
nominal vote can only be taken at the request of at least ten members. A vote 

involving Ministerial responsibility must be nominal. _ , 

Two-thirds of the Chamber form a quorum. Discussions are decided by absolute 

m aj °A discussion involving the responsibility of the Ministers shall be decided by a 
maioritv of two-tliirds at least of the votes of the Delegates composing the Cham ei. 

3 Your Lordship will observe that guarantees are given in these Regulations for the 
, 7 fllltips 0 f Eoyot towards foreign Powers. With the exception of 

“Sins! ofTie Chamfer is extremely liberal and there 

is little doubt that, as time goes on, further changes in a liberal direction will 

mad< The Regulations are to be submitted to-day to the Chamber, and further changes 
may be made before they are finally adopted. Pave &c 

(Signed) aVt5 EDWARD B. MALET. 
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Inclosure in No. 24. 

Proposed new Rules of the Chamber of Delegates. 

(Confidentielle.) nnombre des D61egu6s sont 61us. line Loi 

que meto4e 4e 

quatre amides : d^'to functions. Ils ne 

peuv^Ss 31S? * - 

ae crime i —u qu'avec Valorisation do .a 

Chal ti e '5. Tout Dblbgub reprbsente au mbmetitre la circonscription Morale dont 

il est 1’flu, ct Tensemble des mtbrbts gdnbrauic " P cSe. Bile est convoqude chaque 
Art. 0. La Chambre des Delcgubs siege“ VT" seil des Ministres. 
ann<5e par Dberet du Khddive sur 1l avisChambre des Dblbgubs out une 
Art. 7. Les Sessions ordmanes « ' * Chambre peut aussi etre con- 

stions est i* par le Pdcret 

meme de Convocation. vertes on presence des Ministres, par le 

d - 

A la premise sbance de chaque Segon un “^uve*^ « 

"""jJSState. du discours d’ouverture “““ „ aToi r nommb une 
Z.10. Dans les trois jours qul smvrout, 1[a CUambrc, Tote r a C otte 

Commission a, l’effet de pi^parer unc HT dbldgation choisie dans son sem. 

nW- » " d-Lerture no pourra trailer aucune question 

d’une faqon decisive ni contenir “™ e f mt nommb par le Khbdive sur 

Art. 12. Le Pr&ident do:Chambre to D^ ^ j Membres de la 

du Bureau detaCljambve^^ ^ ^ Arabe. Les proebs-verbaux et eomptes- 

rendus do la Chambre scront rediges dan3 ®f(le la Chambre des Dbldgubs: 

Art. 16. Les Ministres peuvent assist ent <So-alement se faire assister ou 

ils peuvent prendre part aux disoussic> • P dog Mem ^ rcs du Conseil d’Admuns- 

S"e‘SgisKuT-to “autsFonct— de lour Dbpartement Mims- 

‘“Art. 17. Les Ministres foumissenUotoUrapar 
“let 'S& au Ministre competent les antes des 

fonctmnnaires^ubhcs^ t ^pon^blosvM-A^vmde^^ attribues 

toute mesure prise en Conseil par laqucnc 

a la °^ rc & la ^m: s ™nditions la rcsponsabilitb de chaque Ministre peut e re 

pnffa o-ee pour les actes emanant do son lmtuti. ^ Ohambro des D61egues et le 

s Art.V Ell cas de disaccord pasistant ateo desDbldgucs. II est alors proeddd 
Ministbre, le Khddive pout dissoudre la C do tr0 mois . si la nouvelle 
A des nouvelles elections dans le dclai ‘' tion „ al . le Ministbre, et si ello confirme 
Chambre estsaisie h nouveau de la m q o 6el ; dentCj cetto rbsolution seia 

par son vote la resolution cspnmcc pal 

defmitivement acquise. « 

[ 316 ] 
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Avf 21 La Chambre ties D616gues diseute et vote les Projets cle Loi ct toute pro- 
positolui hd estsoumise par°lc Gouvemement. BUc dmct son avis » le 

B ” d Ait 22 Los Promts de Loi dmancnt de l’initiative du Gouvemement Ils sont 
prdse^'s Ma ChaZo desDbldguds.par les Ministry aprds avon- die dlaborcs ou 

examines par le Conseil d’ Administration et de Legislation. 1’oxamen de 

a vf m T,a Chambre elit dans son sem nnc Commission chaigce de 1 examen 
tout Met do Loi Sriit sounds. Cette Commission pent propose!'au Gouveme- 

^onmission sont accepidcs'^par'le^Goiiveraement, 1c texte ainsi modifid est soumis a La 

diseussion gdnerale dcs & adoptel . 0 u rejeter tout Projet de Loi. 

Pile tent aussi le renvoyer h la Commission pour dtre examine a nouveau 
EU °K 2 r iosMlvoteparlaCIiaml.m sent transmises par le President de la 

^^Arti 27. ^NiiMiiipdt 1 nouveau, ^direct^u^indircct, t93 c ^ cl ‘ 

^Sco^^ieesS^^ P^judiec de Paction on repdtition centre tout 

“«"S* S® ^^l^^SriTltat^^unM 

51 ^ Chambre donucra Pdvalua- 

tion "le “mils do PEtat, a Pappuihesquels seront fournis shl y a lieu des 

dtats dandles^Budget’S Uepcnscs sera divise en Ministries ct subdmsden sections 

Budget do ehaque Ministdre; 
ees a“'se»nl tr“ ail Ministdre dcs Finances par le President de la Chambre 

aTlm VS ^xT^^dSbX^KWvice de la Detto Publique ainsi quo toute 
charo^ resultant de la Loi de Liquidation ou do Conventions Internationales, no 

pourront etre pounmt pas fe e^maind parla; Chambre 

avant le 20 Ddccmbrc il se^rendu 

proposition duCon^. Id (ll . oits a’dlccteur peut adresser unc petition 

Art. 34 ^“‘"pffl^^w^lcsridtitions seront renvoydes a une Commission 
^ ° a ?H b C h ambre Cette ComLssion en dressera un Rapport gdneral ct proposer* 
£n»?“i ou la pi^ on consideration do cheque pdtition Dans ce dernier 

‘cas, elle: C g r 0r ^Xp dti tion'ayhrfiwur Sqet dcs droits ‘oudStdrdts pcKonncls, sera 

^-SSSsis riSBs^^ssar'”* 

Art^e En dehol's do la Chambre, dans Pintdrdt do l’ordro public, ou pour 

conjurer un to 

me S s“ taut’Rutiles seralcut de la D eompdtenee de la Chambre seront soumises a la 

ChaT Art° t ^ nS Nul > ne pouiimi’dti^^rnis^^exposcr ^u^dkeuter des questions, ni it 
prendre part' aux ddlibdrations de la Chambre, on dehors dcs Dolcguds, a 1 exception 

dCS “tt?’^L^ ratedet'Ctombm 1 arn-ont fasohpar assis et lcvd, soit an semtin 

SCCIC Art. 39. Le vote par appel nominal nc pourra avoir lieu que sur la demande do 
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dix Membrcs au meins de la Chambre del" 
165 Secretaires de la Chambre auront 

toujours lieu au scrutin secret Ta l a blement ddlibdrcr que Bile^ta 

tiers^u^m^nsde^ses Membres^ssistent it Lulelibbration. Lesdebbdrationssont pus 
h la maioritd absolue des voix. responsabilitd Ministdrielle devra 

“Linsdesvoixdes Ddldguds eomposantla 

In “ 

rendu exdeutoire par Ddcretde Son (Sics Supdrieurs, Rdglements, ou 

de la pr6sente Loi. ___ — — -- 


No. 25. 

8ir E. Mat* to Earl Gmn«ifc.-(Rr«i vei January 9.) 

w* “ “fgji’ais?s 

riiambcr as^an institution. V1 . H , t . 0T) t c d the situation, and it is 

0t appears, '’ "aU^S -y make lum a very good 

the more fortunate S'r>«'. \ vhic h are necessary in a despotic Rule . 

constitutional Prince, he lacks ^1 have, B JJALET. 


No. 26. 

_ Lord lyon s to Earl GranviUe.-lRoceived January ^.) 

(Ko.10.) , JlteteTlbiehlM 

w,lioh tbc “ 

to 

confm^with his English colleague at Cano (Sig I/IONS. 
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Inclosure in No. 26. 

M. Gambetta to Lord Lyons. 

31. l’Ambassadeur, Paris > le 7 Janvier, 1882. 

J’AI l’honneur d’accuser reception a votre Excellence de la r6ponse que Lord 
Granville l’a autorisde a faire a la communication contenuc dans ma note du 
30 Decembre dernier. 

Je me felicitc de voir que le Gouvernement de Sa Majest6 donne son assentiment 
au pro jet de Declaration que vous lui avez transmis, sous la reserve que nous ne 
devons pas nous considcrer comme nous engageant par la dans aucun mode d action 

particulicr. . 

Nous constatons avec plaisir que le Gouvernement de la Kerne ne se reserve que 
sur le mode d’actiou a employer par les deux pays le jour ou 1 action serait jugee 
ndeessaire; et e’est uno reserve qui nous est commune. 

M. Sio nki owicz reccvra des instructions pour sc mettre en rapport au Caire avec 
son collogue d’Angleterre ct faire la communication de concert avec lui. 

D Agreez, &c. 

(Signd) LfiON GAMBETTA. 


No. 27. 

E Earl Granville to the Earl of Duferin. 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 9,1882. 

THE Turkish Ambassador called upon me on tbo 6tli instant, and asked whether 
it was true that a note had been communicated or was about to be communicated to 
the Khedive from the English and Erench Governments promising effective support to 
His Higlmess in the event of his authority being ignored or assailed. His Excellency 
called again on the following day and this afternoon, having apparently received 
instructions to deprecate such a step on the same grounds as those stated to you by 

I have to-day furnished Musurus Pasha, confidentially, with the text of the identic 

Declaration made by the British and Erench Agents. _ 

3 Iy language to him in regard to it has been similar to that which 1 have 
indicated in my telegram to your Excellency No. 2 of the 7th instant. 

I referred him to my despatch to Sir E. Mulct No. 216 of the 4th November last, 
of which he had cognizance, and in which I had explained the policy of this country 
in regard to Egypt. That policy aimed at the continuance of the status quo ; the 
maintenance of the connection between Turkey and Egypt; the prosperity of the 
country; the maintenance of its liberties; and the absence ot any preponderating 
influence on the part of any single Power. To this programme, and to the disclaimer 
of any ambitious designs on our part which the despatch contained, we fully adhered. 

I told Musurus Paslia that there was no change in our views as to the position of 
the Sultan in regard to Egypt and its Euler, and that it was not true as had been 
reported in the newspapers, that the Erench Government had proposed to us, or that 
we had agreed, to promise the Khedive material support. 

I added that, as regards the question of form, there were precedents of recent date 
for the course we had taken; and I mentioned to his Excellency the instances to which 
I have referred you of similar declarations made to the present Khedive and to his 
predecessor by the Agents of Erance and England on behalf of their Governments. 
Such communications were naturally only made on special occasions, but I could not 
see that they could be construed as ignoring or implying doubts ot the oultan s 

sovereignty. I am, &o. 

(Signed) GEANYILLE. 
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No. 28. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 10.) 

(No* 7 *) Cairo , January 9, 1882, 9*30 p.m. 

( ChSe PASHA, has been to my Erench colleague and to me to say impression 

“ e 4 d l.raV~”r; 

?ht ^ “^v?GUernme"tewin P make as soon as possible a further comrnumeaUon 
destroying such an impression, which he feels sure was not mtended to be conveyed. 

My French colleague sends a similar telegram to his Government. 


No. 29. * 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 10.) 

(No. 8.) Cairo, January 9, 1882, 10*25 P.M. 

MY immediately preceding 1 despatch‘0^0-*^ communica ti 0 » has, at all events 

f^i^o^v^in^'c^nnection^uf'her^ T^nteiai^campaigi^fe determined^ ulthnately^to 

intervene here. . f y,„, iu„ « Times ” declares that the 

" ^d^ance adds to the 

“is desirable that any further communication which maybeCpowtm tarYIta 
tit' ^n" the best [guarantees] for the 

future that Egypt can possess. _ 


No. 30. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 5.) Foreign Office , January 10, 1882. 

(Telegraphic.) telegram of yesterday and to my telegram to him 

WITH reference to Sir E. Matet s teiegi .im y ^ J Her Ma j e8ty ’ 8 Government 

of this day, which have been JSvam to'him to the effect that the character of the 
propose to send an explanat y a , , mrtlv in consequence of the comments of 

U communication has been > depart from the policy 
the European press. That H J . ^ 316 f th 4t |, Hovember. That we 

aid down in my despatch to S E Malet Mo. -t That we look upon 

to S "" Object of «je note was to strengthen the Government 
of Egypt and maintain the existing course ot thm 3 s. 

Consult Erench Government. 


[ 346 ] 


H 




26 


No. 31. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 5.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, January 10, 1882, 5*30 p.m. 

WITH reference to your telegram No. 7 of yesterday, if Cherif Pasha will state on 
what points connected with the dual communication he wishes for explanation, we will 
consult with French Government as to such an explanation as would probably remove 
unfavourable impression. 


No. 32. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 7.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 10, 1882. 

I HAVE to acquaint you that Her Majesty’s Government approve the language 
which, as reported in your despatch No. 389 of the 2Gth ultimo, you held to Sultan 
Pasha, the President of the Egyptian Chamber of Notables, with regard to the present 
situation of affairs in Egypt. 

I am, &e. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 33. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 24.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 10, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 12 of the 6th instant, I have to state to 
your Excellency that it was only on the 4th instant that the French Ambassador left 
at this Office the draft note to the English and French Representatives in Egypt of 
which a copy is inclosed in your Excellency’s despatch No. 1180 of the 31st ultimo. 

I understand that the draft instruction reached his Excellency’s hands on the 
morning of the 1st instant. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 34. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 26. Extender.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 10, 1882. 

I HAVE to state to your Excellency, with reference to Sir E. Malet’s telegrams 
of yesterday* and to my telegram to him of this day,f referring to the unfavourable 
impression which Aarif Pasha affirms has been produced by the communication which, 
in conjunction with your French colleague, you made to the Khedive on the 8th 
instant, that Her Majesty’s Government propose to send an explanatory telegram to 
Sir E. Malet, to the effect that the character of the dual communication has been mis¬ 
understood, partly in consequence of the comments of the European press; that Her 
Majesty’s Government in no way depart from the policy laid doAvn in my despatch to 
Sir E. Malet No. 21G of the 4th November last; that they dislike intervention, either 
by themselves or by others, as much as they ever did; that they look upon the experi¬ 
ment of the Chamber with favourable eyes; that they wish to maintain the connec¬ 
tion of the Porte with Egypt as far as is compatible with the liberties which have been, 
accorded to Egypt; and that the object of the note was to strengthen the Government 
of Egypt, and maintain the existing course of things in that country. 

I have to request that your Excellency will consult the French Government in 
regard to this matter. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


* See Nos. 28 and 29. 


t See No. 31. 


No. 35. 


Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 10, 11 P.M.) 

(No. 10.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 10, 1882, 4-40 p.m. 

THE new Organic Law of the Chamber of Delegates, Article 31, authorizes the 
Chamber to express opinions on the Budget. 

The Budget is divided into two sections: first, the Budget of revenues assigned to 
the Consolidated Debt; and, secondly, the Budget of revenues not specially assigned. 

The Chamber insists upon the right in future years of voting this second part. 

Cherif Pasha and the Controller say if the Chamber is to have this right, the Council, 
and therefore the Controller, lose all hold on the finances. 

There was a chance of arriving at an understanding, but this is apparently now 
passed. Mr. Colvin is therefore anxious to know the views and wishes of Her Majesty’s 
Government. 

The Chamber may exercise its right with moderation and good sense, but it is a 
sanguine presumption. 

On the other hand, it is impossible now to suppress the Chamber except by interven¬ 
tion, which I earnestly deprecate. In fact, intervention could only be justified on the 
violation of the Law of Liquidation, not on the apprehension of its violation, and it is 
right to say as yet I have heard of no intention on the part of any one to infringe it. 


No. 36. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 11, 6*30 P.M.) 

(No. 11.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 11,1882, 5 p.m. 

YOUR Lordship’s telegram No. 5 of yesterday. 

Chdrif Pasha would be grateful for a communication removing the impression 
mentioned as existing with regard to the note mentioned in my telegram No. 7 of the 
9th instant. 

He is anxious to have it as soon as possible, as interested persons, both native and 
foreign, are stirring up public excitement, and assert that the note proves a foregone 
intention of intervention. 


No. 37. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January 11, 6*20 P.M.) 

(No. 1.) 

(Telegraphic.) Paris, January 11, 1882, 4'45 P.M. 

YOUR telegram No. 5 of yesterday about Egypt. 

I have recited verbally to M. Gambetta the terms of your proposed explanatory 
telegram. He says that he is of course ready to study attentively any proposal of Her 
Majesty’s Government, but that he himself is decidedly of opinion that it might have 
been [?] extremely unadvisable to send any explanation at all of the dual communication. 
He considers that the original communication is sufficiently explicit on all the points, and 
that by sending comments the two Governments would only weaken its effect, play into 
the hands of Araby Bey and the Colonels, and strengthen the opposition to France and 
England. 

He telegraphed in this sense yesterday to the French Agent at Cairo. 


No. 38. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January 11, 6*45 P.M.) 

(No. 2.) 

(Telegraphic.) Paris, January 11, 1882, 5'16 P.M. 

THE following is a literal translation of the telegram sent yesterday by M. Gambetta 
to the French Agent at Cairo:— 

“ The best way to calm the apprehensions would be to publish the communication in 
the ‘ Official Journal.’ The false or exaggerated interpretations would then no longer 
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meet with any credit. As to sending a second communication explanatory of the first* 
that is a step which I consider neither opportune nor useful. Besides, the courier who 
leaves to-day will bring you my instructions and my elucidations.” 


No. 39. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 8.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, January 11, 1882, 7 P.M. 

YOUR telegram No. 10 of yesterday. 

We do not desire to commit ourselves to a total or permanent exclusion of the 
Chamber from handling the Budget. But caution will be required in dealing with it, 
having regard to the pecuniary interests on behalf of which we have been acting. 


No. 40. 

Sir A. Paget to Earl Gh'anville.—(Received January 12.) 

(Extract.) Rome, January 9,1882. 

BARON BLANC having questioned me a few days since respecting reports of 
an intended intervention by England and Prance in Egypt, it appeared to me desirable 
—availing myself of the discretionary power conveyed to me by your Lordship—to 
acquaint him yesterday, for the information of the Minister for Poreign Affairs, with 
the precise nature of the identic communication of Her Majesty’s Government and 
the Government of Prance to the Khedive, and I therefore read to him your Lordship’s 
instruction to Sir E. Malet No. 1 of the 6th instant, for which he expressed his 
thanks. 


No. 41. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 12, 1 A.M.) 

(No. 12.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 11, 1882, 9’30 P.M. 

IT was the intention of Cherif Pasha that the Khedive should make a reply to the 
joint note, but my French colleague is opposed to any reply being made, not on account of 
its possible contents, but as being a new precedent. He contends that Egypt has only to 
listen to the advice of the two Powers and be silent. I do not myself see any particular 
objection to a reply, but I have induced Cherif Pasha to delay it till the explanations 
offered by your Lordship arrive. 

Ought I to continue to oppose a reply being made at all, or should I tell my French 
colleague that I cannot join him in further opposition ? 


No. 42. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 8.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office , January 12, 1882, 5 P.M. 

WHAT do French Government think of claim put forward by the Egyptian Chamber 
of voting Budget of revenues not specially assigned, reported in Sir E. Malet’s telegram 
No. 10 of the 10th instant, of which a copy is contained in Section 1276, sent to you last 
night ? 
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No. 39*. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 9. Extender.) Foreign Office, January 11,1882. 

Sit ' WITH reference to your telegram No. 10'of totito«»£} 

which the Egyptian Chamber £see s ®.® x ®^ m mit themselves to a total or permanent 
Her Majesty s Government do not de Budget but they consider that it will 

on behaM o£ 

which this country has been acting. j am & c# 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 
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Nc. 43. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 11.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, January 12, 1882, 6*25 p.m. 

WITH reference to your telegram No. 10 of the 10th instant, will you report to me 
by telegraph what will be the precise effect if the Notables obtain the power over the 
finances which they claim ? 


No. 44. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons . 

(No. 35. Extender.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 12, 1882. 

I SHOULD bo glad if your Excellency would ascertain what are the views of 
the Erencli Government in regard to the claim put forward by the Egyptian Chamber 
of voting the second section of the Budget, referring to revenues not specially 
assigned, as reported in Sir A. Malet’s telegram No. 10 of the 10th instant, of which a 
copy was forwarded to your Excellency yesterday with the Section 1270 of the print. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE, 


No. 45. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville. — (Received January 12, 11 P.M.) 

(No. 13.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 12, 1882, 3T5 P.M. 

YOUR Lordship’s telegram No. 8 of yesterday is interpreted differently by 
Mr. Colvin and myself. 

I understand it to mean that Her Majesty’s Government desires not to commit itself 
to resisting the demand of the Chamber to vote the second half of the Budget, dealing 
with the unassigned resources and the expenses of administration ; but that it is of opinion 
that the Chamber should be cautious in the exercise of the right. 

Following is written by Mr. Colvin:— 

“The Controller understands that Her Majesty's Government does not propose to 
concede to the Chamber the decisive power of voting the Budget, in part or in whole, in 
defiance possibly of the views of the Council, acting in accordance with the Controller; 
but that Her Majesty’s Government is not opposed to this power being conceded here¬ 
after, should the Chamber show itself fit to be intrusted with it.” 

Mr. Colvin considers that the right claimed by the Chamber, even if limited to the 
second part of the Budget, seriously affects the guarantees given to the creditors, because 
it necessarily transfers the conduct of affairs from the Council to the Chamber. The 
functions of the Controller are [limited] to drawing attention to objectionable measures or 
decisions. These tunctions are sufficient in dealing with the Council and the Khedive, 
but of doubtful efficacy with an irresponsible Chamber. The consequences would be the 
more serious, because of the unquestionable inexperience of the Chamber and its known 
[? hatred] to the European element in the Administration. On the other hand, it is 
possible that to refuse the right claimed may bring about a crisis. M. de Blignieres is 
also asking the views of his Government, and every effort is still being made here to induce 
the Chamber to yield. 


No. 46. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January 13.) 

(No. 3.) 

(Telegraphic.) Paris , January 12, 1882, 11*30 p.m. 

YOUR telegram No. 8 of this evening. 

M. Gambetta told me this afternoon that he strongly objects to Egyptian Chamber 
interfering with the Budget. ^ - 
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No. 47. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 13, 2'45 P.M.) 

(No. 14.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 18, 1882, 9’40 a.m. 

YOUR Lordship’s telegram No. 11 of yesterday. 

The Chamber would be able to sanction or reject any part of the Budget of 
unassigned resources, receipts, and expenditure (see Budget inclosed in my despatch 
No. 392 of the 26th ultimo : Table B), observing, however, the stipulations of Article 32 
of the proposed Organic Law, which states that the tribute, the service of the Public Debt, 
as well as all charges arising from the Law of Liquidation or International Conventions, 
cannot be discussed. 

The Chamber would have under its control all official salaries not previously regu¬ 
lated by contract, and by this means it would be able to put an end to such work as the 
land survey, which is the result of no international engagement, and to get rid of a number 
of Europeans in the Administration. 


No. 48. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 13, 3*45 p.m.) 

(No. 15.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo , January 13, 1882, 10 A.M. 

YOUR Lordship’s telegram No. 10 of yesterday. 

The text of the dual note has been published in the Arab and foreign papers, and 
the excitement has been in no way allayed. 

I entreat your Lordship to allow me to communicate to Chdrif Pasha the message 
contained in your telegram No. 6 of the 10th instant, with the exception of the sentence 
about intervention. 

He has prevented any overt act by saying that he expects explanations, and, if I tell 
him that none can be given, it will make the situation worse than before. 


No. 49. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 12.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, January 13, 1882, 5T5 P.M, 

WITH reference to your telegrams of the 11th instant, if any comments on joint 
Declaration to Khedive are sent, they should be in answer to a specific inquiry of Chdrif 
Pasha. 


No. 50. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January 14.) 

£ 

(No. 28. Extender.) 

My Lord, Paris, January 11, 1882. 

IN execution of a telegraphic instruction which I had the honour to receive from, 
your Lordship last evening, I waited upon M. Gambetta this afternoon, and said that 
I was directed by your Lordship to consult him on the subject of an answer which you 
proposed to send to the request addressed to the British and French Agents at Cairo 
by Clidrif Pasha, for explanations respecting the joint communication they had made 
to the Khedive on the 8th instant. 

I proceeded to say that your Lordship proposed to send an explanatory tele¬ 
gram to Sir Edward Malet, to the effect that the character of the communication 
had been misunderstood, partly in consequence of the comments of the European 
press; that Her Majesty’s Government in no way departed from the policy laid 
down in your Lordship’s despatch to Sir Edward Malet of the 4th November; that 
they disliked intervention, either by themselves or others, as much as ever; that 
they looked upon the experiment of the Chamber of Notables with favour; that they 
wished to maintain the connection of Egypt with the Porto, so far as was compatible 


No. 49*. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 44. Extender.) 

Mv Lord, Foreign Office, January 13, 1882. 

3 WITH reference to your telegrams of the 11th instant, I have to state to your 
Excellency that Her Majesty’s Government consider that if any comments on the 
dual note to the Khedive are sent, they should be in roply to a specific inquiry on the 
part of Ch6rif Pasha. 

1 I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


I* 
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with the liberties accorded to Egypt; and, lastly, that the object of the joint commu¬ 
nication was to strengthen the Egyptian Government and maintain the existing course 
of things. 

M. Gambetta answered that he was always ready to study attentively any proposal 
which came from Her Majesty’s Government, but that he must beg me to represent 
at once to your Lordship that he was decidedly of opinion that it would be extremely 
unadvisable to send to the Egyptian Government any explanations at all on the subject 
of the joint communication. He considered that the original communication was 
itself sufficiently explicit on the several points to which the explanations suggested by 
your Lordship applied. He was convinced that the demand for explanations had been 
put into the mouth of Clierif Pasha by Arabi Bey and his partizans, and that by 
yielding to it the two Governments would weaken the effect of their communication, 
play into the hands of Arabi Bey and the Colonels, and strengthen the opposition to 
Erance and England. 

His Excellency added that he had, in fact, expressed his views the day before to 
the Erench Agent at Cairo in a telegram of which he would let me have a copy. 

He has accordingly communicated to me the telegram, a copy of which I inclose 
herewith. 

I have already had the honour to forward to your Lordship, by telegraph, the 
substance of this despatch and of its inclosure. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


Inclosure in No. 50. 

M. Gambetta to M. Sienkiewicz. 


(Tdldgrapliique.) Paris, le 10 Janvier, 1882. 

LE meilleur moyen de calmer les apprehensions scrait do publier la not6 du 
V Janvierles interpretations, fausses ou exageres, nc rencontreront plus alors de credit. 
Quant a envoyer unc scconde note explicative de la premiere, e’est une demarche que 
je ne juge ni opportune ni utile. Au surplus, le courrier qui part aujourd’kui vous 
apportera mes instructions ct mes edaircissements. 


No. 51. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January !4.) 

E 

(No. 30. Extender.) 

My Lord, Paris, January 12, 1882. 

I HAVE just had the honour to receive a telegram from your Lordship, inquiring 
what the Erench Government think of the claim put forward by the Egyptian / 

Government to vote the Budget of revenues not specially assigned to the Consolidated / 

Debt. 

I am able to answer your Lordship’s inquiry at once, for during an interview 
which I had with him this afternoon, M. Gambetta introduced the subject of Egypt, 
apparently for tho special purpose of expressing a very strong objection to any inter¬ 
ference at all by the Egyptian Chamber with the Budget. 

He said that it behoved Erance and England to be very firm, lest any appearance 
of vacillation on their part should encourage tho pretensions of the Notables to lay 
their hands on tho Budget; and be argued that their touching the Budget must 
inevitably lead to the overthrow of tho arrangement made by the Liquidation Commis¬ 
sion, to the subversion of the Erench and English Control, and to the ruin of the 
Egyptian finances. 

Einally, M. Gambetta expressed his conviction that any explanation of the joint 
communication of the two Governments would serve to swell the arrogance of the 
opponents of Franco and England, and encourage them in their designs upon the 
Budget. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 
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No. 52. 

Assim Pasha to Muslims Pasha.—(Communicated to Earl Granville by Musurus Pasha, 

January 14.) 

(Tdl6graphique.) Constantinople, le Janvier, 1882. 

V OTBE Excellence n’ignore pas quo les Consuls-Generaux tie .France ct d’Angle- 
terre en Egypte viennent tie faire simultanement ties communications identiques a Son 
Altesse le Khedive, suivant les instructions tie leurs Gouvernements. 

En presence du Firman Imperial que la Sublime Porte a promulgue rclativement 
a cette province, et ties actes de la recente mission specialc Ottomane, la demarche 
des deux Consulats-Generaux laisse voir que les assurances reiterces du Gouvcrncment 
Imperial n’ont point et6 appreciees. Nous no saurions done dissimulcr la peuihlc 
impression qui en a results pour nous, et nous nous voyons dans Vobligation tie 
soumettre aux sentiments de justice et d’equite du Gouverncment Anglais quelqucs 
observations. 

Sauvegarder constamment les immunites octroyees a l’Egypte, et consacrer ainsi 
l’ordre et la prosperity tie cette province, tels sont les voeux sincercs et les interets du 
Gouvcrncment Imperial, dont les efforts jusqu’a ce jour out tendu vers cc but. On no 
saurait, croyons-nous, constatcr qu’il cxiste le moindre indicc materiel on moral 
venant a rencontre tie co but, ni la moindre circonstancc interieure en Egypte qui puisse 
motiver ties assurances ctrangeres de cette sortc. Bien done ne justifie la demarche 
collective qui vient d’etre faite aupres tie Son Altesse Tewfik Paclia, alors, surtout, que 
l’Fgyptc forme une partie integrantc tics possessions de Sa Majcstd Imperialc It' 
Sultan, ct que le pouvoir confere au Khedive pour le maintien, au besoin, de l’ordrc et 
de la security publics, et pour la bonne administration du pays, ainsi quo le 
raffermissement tic son autorite pour cet objet, rentre csscnticllcment dans le tlomaine 
des droits et ties prerogatives tie la Sublime Porte. 

Du moment qu’une parcillc demarche etait jugec neeessaire, il nous semblc tout, 
naturel qu’on dovrait, au prealable, obtenir l’avis do la Puissance souveraino a cet. 
egard, et ne se servir que tie son canal pour faire les declarations, et donner les 
assurances voulues. Des lors, nous nous croyons fondes a trouver peu juste la 
dymarclie directe faite aupres du Khedive, ot la Sublime Porte sc voit obligee tie 
cherclier a connaitre les raisons qui ont engage le Gouvcrncment Anglais a s’assoeier 
au Gouverncment de la llepublique Fran^aise dans une mesure qu’clle considfwe 
comme attentative a scs droits do souverainete sur l’Egyptc. 

Les observations mentionnees ci-liaut ont etc egalcment transmises a l’Ambassade 
Imperialc a Paris. 

Je vous prie de vous enoncer dans le sens qui precede aupr6s de M. le Ministre 
des Affaires Etrangeres, en lui donnant les devcloppements que vous jugeriez 
opportuns, et tie faire ressortir aux yeux de son Excellence la necessity imperieuse 
pour nous do recevoir ties explications et des assurances qui puissent degager le 
Gouvernement Imperial de la situation difficile oil il sc trouve par suite tie ee qui 
vient de se passer au Caire. 


No. 53. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 14, 3*30 p.m.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 14, 1882, 2 p.m. 

THE President of the Chamber will to-day present unofficially to Cherif Pasha 
the Organic Law of the Chamber amended. 

It is said to demand the vote of the Budget, complete Ministerial responsibility 
towards the Chamber, and the right of initiative in presenting laws. 

Chdrif Pasha cannot accept these demands, consequently a conflict between the 
Chamber and the Ministry is imminent. 

The Chamber is believed to be supported and instigated by the military. 
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No. 54. 

The Earl of Duferin to Earl Granville.—(Received January 15.) 

(No. 9.) 

(Telegraphic.) Constantinople , January 14, 1882, 8 P.M. 

A NOTE in reference to the recent action of France and England in Egypt was 
sent off last night from the Palace. Another note in reference to the same subject, 
the exact purport of which I have not been able to learn, but which seems to be in 
the nature of an appeal, has been sent to the other Powers. 


No. 55. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 15, 6*15 P.M.) 

(No. 17.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 15,1882, 5‘30 P.M. 

MY telegram No. 16 of yesterday. 

The President of the Chamber assures me that the [Chamber] has not demanded 
the right of initiative in presenting laws. 


No. 56. 

Lord Ampthill to Earl Granville.—(Received January 16.) 

E 

(No. 9. Most Confidential.) 

My Lord, Berlin, January 9, 1882. 

AVAILING myself of the permission given me by your Lordship’s telegram of 
the 7th instant, I communicated to the Chancellor, through Count Hatzfeldt, the 
identic instruction agreed upon between the English and French Governments which 
Sir E. Malet and his French colleague are to make to the Khedive in regard to His 
Highness’ position, as well as the substance of your Lordship’s telegram of the 7th 
instant to Her Majesty’s Ambassador at Constantinople, stating that there is no change 
in the views of Her Majesty’s Government respecting tho Sultan’s position in regard 
to Egypt, or in the policy described in your Lordship’s despatch No. 216 of the 4th 
November last to Sir E. Malet. 

I also stated that it was not true that M. Gambetta had proposed, or that Hep 
Majesty’s Government had agreed, to promise the Khedive material support. 

Count Hatzfcklt said that he would submit my communication to the Chancellor 
as soon as his Highness returned from tho Beichstag, and requested me meanwhile to 
express his thanks for it to your Lordship. 

Although Count Hatzfeldt was reserved, and in no way committed the Chancellor or 
himself to an opinion, I do not expect that either he or Prince Bismarck will view with 
much favour the presentation of this identic note to the Khedive, because they hold, 
rightly or wrongly, that France is pursuing a selfish and ambitious policy in Egypt, 
which they boliovo must, sooner or later, lead to complications with England. 

Prince Bismarck, as your Lordship knows, is favourable to the influence of 
England in Egypt, but not to that of France, and the Sultan, as I mentioned in my 
despatch No. 497, Secret, of the 31st ultimo, is seeking to ally himself to Germany 
and Austria, so as to counterbalance tho aggressive policy of France in North Africa 
and the growing influence of England and France in Egypt. 

If complications arise, and the Sultan appeals to Prince Bismarck, he will 
certainly favour the Sultan’s inclination to send Turkish troops to Egypt, in preference 
to lotting France do so, and he will undoubtedly give his moral support to the 
principle of tho Sultan’s suzerainty ovor Egypt, if action should become necessary. 

His allies, Austria and Bussia, would, I presume, in this case, support his 

I>olic3r ' tv. CL 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) AMPTHILL. 
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No. 57. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received January 16.) 

(No. 11.) 

My Lord, Vienna, January 11, 1882. 

COUNT KALNOKY asked me yesterday whether I could tell him anything 
about the communication which the British and French Consuls-General in Egypt 
were reported to have made to the Khedive, the substance of which the newspapers 
have professed to give. 

I said that I was not officially acquainted with the exact terms of the communi¬ 
cation, but I told liim the substance of your Lordship’s instructions to Mr. Malet, 
which had no doubt been strictly adhered to. 

I mentioned that your Lordship had informed Lord DufTerin that it was not true 
that M. Gambetta had proposed or that Her Majesty’s Government had agreed to 
promise the Khedive material support, and that there was no change in the views of 
Her Majesty’s Government as to the position of the Sultan in regard to Egypt. 

Count Kalnoky said that he was particularly glad to hear the last assurance, as a 
contrary impression prevailed in some quarters. 

He entirely shared the opinion of Her Majesty’s Government, of its being desirable 
that the Khedive’s position and the existing Eirmans should be maintained; and if, as 
he gathered from what I had said, the object of the present step was the continuance 
of the status quo, that object was quite in accordance with his own wishes. 

During this conversation his Excellency did not exhibit a trace of displeasure at 
the communication of England and Erance having been made without any previous 
intimation to the other Governments. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HEN BY ELLIOT. 


No. 58. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received January 16.) 

(No. 12. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Vienna, January 11, 1882. 

IN my previous despatch I stated that I could detect in Count Kalnoky no trace 
of dissatisfaction at the communication to the Khedive made by Her Majesty’s 
Government and that of Erance, but I am not so certain that I should have been able 
to give your Lordship this assurance if lie had thought that it was intended to curtail 
any of the rights supposed to remain with the Sultan in regard to Egypt. 

At the time of the deposition of the late Khedive, and in some immediately 
subsequent proceedings, very considerable irritation was undoubtedly felt by the 
Imperial Government at seeing important decisions taken in regard to Egypt without 
their being consulted or informed beforehand; and while they admitted the superior 
interests of the two Western Powers, they considered that the position of Egypt was a 
matter of general European interest, defined by international acts, in any modification 
of which they had a right to be consulted. 

It is probable that Count Kalnoky would in this respect hold the same views as 
his predecessors; but though I have no reason to suppose him to be less disposed than 
they were to be greatly guided by the wishes of Her Majesty’s Government, any 
impression or suspicion that they were being set aside might be attended with even 
greater inconvenience than before, for the agreement between the three Empires is 
closer than it was, and the unconcealed jealousy of Italy of the predominance of 
England and Erance might lead to an embarrassing combination. 

The mode in which the deposition of the late Khedive was brought about appeared 
to me at the time to imply a very dangerous recognition of rights of the Sultan over 
Egypt in excess of those which he had hitherto been held to possess; and though 
Count Kalnoky expresses himself as strongly as could be desired in favour of the 
maintenance of the administrative independence of that country, there can at the same 
time be no doubt of his present anxiety to appear to the Porte as the supporter of Turkey 
and of the existing rights of the Sultan. What he holds those rights to be I am unable 
to say, and it is a point upon which I have avoided touching. Although the Imperial 
Government do not, as I have already stated, appear to have taken the slightest 
umbrage at the communication addressed to the Khedive, having been a witness of 
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the touchiness that they exhibited on a previous occasion when they thought 
themselves treated with scant courtesy, I have ventured to make these remarks to 
your Lordship. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HENBY ELLIOT. 

P.S.—Since the above despatch was written, my attention has been drawn to an 
article in the Ministerial newspaper the “ Presse,” which is so closely in accordance 
with the views I have expressed as to induce me to inclose it. 

H. E. 


Inclosure in No. 58. 

Extract from the “Presse.” 

A L’EGABD de la question Kgyptienne que la note collective des Puissances 
Occidentales au Khedive fait reparaitre au premier plan, “ La Presse ” ecrit:— 

“Les autres Puissances Europdcnnes observent pour le moment une attitude 
expectante. Ce n’est pas un secret que les Cabinets sont resolus et d’accord depuis 
des mois, au moms ceux de Berlin ot dc Borne, a s’opposer dnergiquement a toute 
action isolee. cn vuc d’un reglement de la question Egyptienne. Ils ne veulont pas 
altdrer le moins du mondc les droits particuliers quo la France ot l’Angleterre font 
decouler do lours Traitds avee le Gouvornement Egyptien par rapport au controle 
financier, mais ellcs ne permettront pas non plus que ce droit dc contrdlo devionne un 
protcctorat politique. Personne ne songc a contcster les grands et legitimes interets 
que l’Angletcrre, cu dgard au Canal de Suez, et la Erance, cn raison de sa position 
dans l’Afrique Scptcntrionalc, ont a defend re cn Kgyptc; e’est pourquoi il y a long- 
temps qu’on ne dispute plus a cos deux Puissances lour position privildgide de primi 
inter pares cn tant qu’il s’agit dc leur influence sur l’Egypte. Quant a laisscr l’Egypte 
5/ lour merci, il n’en est pas question. Tant qu’cllcs sc borneront a envoyer des notes 
et a formuler des ddclarations, il est peu probable que le rcste dc l’Europe mette 
beaucoup d’empressement a s’occupcr de l’aliaire; mais si les Puissances Occidentales 
allaient au dcla d’une simple immixtion diplomatique, ellcs so hcurtcrait a unc forte et 
dnergique protestation. C’est dans un sens analogue que s’exprime la ‘ Tribune.’ ” 


No. 59. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 14.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, January 16, 1882, 12‘55 p.m. 

TELL M. Gambetta that Her Majesty’s Government concur with him that the 
proposal of the Notables, at all events in its present shape, cannot be agreed to, 
although there may be points worthy of consideration hereafter. Sir E. Malet has 
therefore been instructed to join his French colleague in supporting Chdrif Pasha in 
his opposition. 


No. 60. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 15.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, January 16,1882, 1 p.m. 

TELL M. Gambetta that Her Majesty’s Government give full weight to his 
objections as to further explanations; but they think it important to give to their 
Bepresentative, who is on the spot, some latitude to use his discretion, according to 
circumstances, in replying to the representations of Chdrif Pasha. 
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No. 61. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 16, 1*30 p.m.) 

(No. 18.) 

(Telegraphic.) . _ Cairo, January 16, 1882, 10 a.m. 

CHERIF PASHA intends to refuse the principal amendments made by the 
Chamber to the proposed Organic Law, on the ground that they involve a transfer to 
the Chamber of the power confided by the Sultan to the Khedive, and that, for this 
reason, it is not competent for the Ministry to recommend or the Khedive to grant 
them. 

I told the President of the Chamber yesterday that the pretension of the 
Chamber to vote the Budget was an infringement of international engagement, as 
Article No. 10 of the Decree of the 18th November, 1876, states, with reference to 
Budget, that Ministers remain sole judges of the necessity of assigning credits. 

Article No. 3 of the Decree of the 15th November, 1879, proves that it required 
the consent of the English and French Governments to modify the above-mentioned 
Decree. 

He begged me to endeavour to devise a compromise, but I gave him no 
encouragement. 


No. 62. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 14.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, January 16,1882, 5*15 p.m. 

WITH reference to your telegram No. 18 of 15th instant, I approve your 
language to President of Chamber respecting Budget. 


No. 63. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 50. Extender.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 16, 1882. 

WITH reference to your Excellency’s telegram No. 3 and despatch No. 29 of the 
12th instant, I have to request that you will state to M. Gambetta that Her Majesty’s 
Government concur with him, that the proposal of the Notables in regard to voting 
that portion of the Budget which deals with the unassigned resources and the expenses 
of administration, at all events in its present shape, cannot be agreed to, although 
there may be points worthy of consideration hereafter. 

Sir E. Malet has therefore been instructed to join his French colleague in 
supporting Cherif Pasha in his opposition to the demand of the Chamber in this 
respect. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 64. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

<No. 51. Extender.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office , January 16, 1882. 

HER Majesty’s Government have had under their consideration your Excellency’s 
telegram No. 1 and your despatch No. 28 of the lltli instant, stating the nature of 
M. Gambetta’s objections to the proposed explanation of the dual representation 
recently addressed by the Representatives of England and France to the Khedive. 

I have now to request that your Excellency will state to M. Gambetta that 
Her Majesty’s Government give full weight to his Excellency’s objections to the 
course proposed; but that they think it important to give to their Representative, who 
is on the spot, some latitude to use his discretion, according to circumstances, in 
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replying to the representations of Chdrif Pasha on the subject of the joint communi¬ 
cation. 


I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 65. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 54.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 16, 1882. 

THE French Ambassador called upon me this afternoon, and said that he had received 
instructions to speak to me on the present state of affairs in Egypt. M. Gambetta was 
apprehensive lest any divergence between the language of the English and French 
Agents at Cairo with regard to the recent Declaration of the two Governments should 
give rise to doubts as to the completeness of the agreement existing between them, and 
thus diminish the effect of the Declaration. 

I told M. Challemel-Lacour that I was as desirous as M. Gambetta to establish 
and maintain the impression that the two Governments were in full agreement, and 
that it was principally with that object that Her Majesty’s Government had consented 
to the Declaration. 

I then repeated to his Excellency the substance of my two telegrams to you 
Nos. 14 and 15 of to-day. I said that there could, of course, be no doubt of 
M. Gambetta’s acquiescence in the instruction to Sir E. Malet mentioned in the first 
of these two telegrams, directing him to join his French colleague in supporting Cherif 
Pasha’s opposition to the proposal of the Chamber of Notables. 

With regard to the second telegram, relative to the discretion to be granted to 
Sir E. Malet in replying to the representations of Cherif Pasln on the subject of our 
joint Declaration, I had at present merely repeated it to Sir E. Malet for his informa¬ 
tion, and had told him to expect a further telegram when I had received M. Gambetta’s 
answer. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 66. 


Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet . 

(No. 14. Extender.) 

Sir Foreign Office, January 16, 1882. 

I HAVE received your telegram No. 18 of to-day, reporting that you had 
informed the President of the Chamber of Notables that the claim of the Chamber to 
vote the Budget was an infringement of an international engagement, calling at the 
same time Iris attention to Article 10 of the Decree of the 18th November, 1876, and 
to Article 3 of the Decree of the 15th November, 1879; and I have to acquaint yon 
that your language is approved by Her Majesty’s Government. 

*' * I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 67. 

The Earl of Dufcrin to Earl Granville.—(Received January 16, 10-30 P.M.) 

(No. 12.) 

(Telegraphic.) Constantinople, January 16, 1882, 7’15 p.m. 

WTTTT reference to my telegram No, 9 of the 14th instant, I am inclined to 
believe that the Porte has contented itself with simply communicating, without 
comment, to the other European Governments the note addressed to the Western 
Powers; but there is no doubt that a long telegraphic message concerning Egypt 
was dispatched at the same time to the Turkish Representatives at the other European. 
Courts. 
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No. 68. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January 17, 5*10 r.M.) 

(No. 4.) 

(Telegraphic.) Paris, January 17, 1882, 3‘40 p.h. 

EGYPT: I have recited verbally to M. Gambetta your telegrams Nos. 14 and 15 
of yesterday. 

He says he has already sent to the French Agent at Cairo a strong instruction to 
concert with Sir E. Malet, and to insist upon Cherif Pasha absolutely rejecting 
pretensions of the Chamber, as incompatible with the state of tilings established by 
international engagements with Prance and England. He has, in particular, directed 
the Agent not to listen for a moment to a compromise that has been proposed, that 
effect shall be given to the demands of the Chamber at some fixed future date. 

As to explanations of the dual communication, he quite agrees that some discre¬ 
tion should be left to the Representatives on the spot to answer, according to 
circumstances, representations of Cherif Pasha. 


No. 69. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 17, 3\50 p.-M.) 

(No. 19.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 17, 1882, 2 p.m. 

THE Governor of Alexandria has telegraphed to Chdrif Pasha that a Turkish 
man-of-war is entering Alexandria Harbour. 


No. 70. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Gi-anville.—(Received January 17, 6'30 p.M.) 

(No. 20.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 17, 1882, 5 p.m. 

THE Turkish ship arrived this morning at Alexandria is the despatch-vessel 
“Ratsina,” 650 tons, coming from Haifa, Syria. No passengers. She lost two 
anchors in gale of Saturday at Haifa, and put into Alexandria for new anchor. 


No. 71. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 17, 7*45 p.m.) 

(No. 21.) 

(Telegraphic. Cairo, January 17, 1882, 6 p.m. 

CHfiRIP Pasha has no intention of resigning. Is quiet here at present. 


No. 72. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 18.) 

(No. 15.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 10,1882. 

I HAD, on the 27tli ultimo, the honour to receive your Lordship’s telegram 
No. 101 of the previous day, asking me whether I saw any objection to the proposal 
made by M. Gambetta to Lord Lyons, that my French colleague and I should be 
instructed to take occasion, from the Session of the Chamber of Notables, to convey 
collectively to the Khedive assurances of the sympathy and support of France and 
England, and to encourage His Highness to maintain and assert his proper authority. 
I replied that I saw no objection to M. Gambetta’s proposal, and that the support 
which the Khedive was most likely to require was towards the maintenance and 
independence of the Chamber against the suspicions and jealousies of the Porte. 

On the 29th ultimo I learnt from your Lordship that Her Majesty’s Government 
would agree to the proposal as soon as the terms of the communication should be 
settled between the two Governments. 

Fearing that an impression might unintentionally be produced hero that the 
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English and French Governments proposed to support the Khedive against the 
Chamber of Notables, which had just been convoked, I ventured, on the 30th ultimo, 
to advise your Lordship, by telegraph, that it would be unadvisable that the Khedive 
should be encouraged to hope that we would support him in maintaining an attitude of 
reserve towards the Chamber, which had been convoked with the full approval of Cherif 
Pasha, and to which his Excellency looked for success and support. I said that 
to discountenance it would be to play into the hands of the Porte, to increase the 
influence of the military, and to diminish that which we were at present obtaining as 
befriending moderate reform. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 73. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 18.) 

(No. 16.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 10, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inform your Lordship that, in obedience to the instruc¬ 
tions contained in your Lordship’s telegram No. 1 of the 6th instant, I, in conjunction 
with M. Sienkicwicz, French Agent and Consul-General, communicated to the 
Khedive the message agreed upon between Her Majesty’s Government and the French 
Government, the text of which was given in the above-mentioned telegram. I have 
the honour to inclose herewith a copy of the communication in French, as we delivered 
it to His Highness. 

The Khedive, in reply, requested M. Sienkiewicz and me to express to our 
respective Governments his gratitude for the new proof of solicitude for the welfare of 
himself and his people which the message conveyed. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 73. 

Communication delivered to His Highness the Khedive by Sir E. Malet and M. Sienkiewicz. 

VOUS avez et6 chargd a plusieurs reprises ddja de faire connaitro au Khedive et 
it son Gouvernemcnt la volontd dc la France et de la Grande Bretagne de leur prater 
appui contre les difficultes de difff;rente nature qui pourraient entraver la marche des 
affaires publiques en l^gypte. Les deux Puissances sont entidrement d’accord a ce 
sujet, et des eireonstanccs recentes, notamment la reunion de la Chambre des Notables, 
convoquee par le Khedive, leur ont fourni 1’occasion d’dchangcr lours vues une fois de 
plus. 

Je vous prie de ddclarer, en consequence, au Khedive, que les Gouvernements 
Anglais ct Francois consid&rent le mainticn de Son Altesse sur le trdne dans les con¬ 
ditions qui sont consacrees par les Firmans des Sultans et que les deux Puissances ont 
officiellement acccptecs, commo pouvant soul garantir dans le present et pour l’avenir 
le bon ordre et le devcloppement de la prosperite generate en Egypte, auxquels la 
France et la Grande Bretagne sont dgalemcnt intercssecs. Les deux Gouvernements, 
etroitement associds dans la rdsolution do parer par leurs communs efforts a toutes les 
causes de complications interieuros ou exterieures qui viendraient it menacer le regime 
dtabli en Egypte, ne doutent pas que l’assurancc publiquement exprimec de leur 
intention formelle it cot egard nc contribue a prevenir les perils quo le Gouvcinement 
du Khddive pourrait avoir a redoutcr, perils qui, d’ailleurs, trouveraient certainement 
l’Angletcrro ot la France unies pour y faire face, et ils comptont quo Son Altesse 
elle-meme puiscra dans cette assurance la confianco et la force dont elle a bosoin pour 
diriger les destinees du peuple et du pays Lgyptien. 
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No. 74. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 18.) 

(No. 17.) 

My Lord, Cairo , January 10, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 16 of to-day, I have the honour to inform 
your Lordship that Clidrif Pasha came to me yesterday afternoon and asked me to go 
■with him to M. Sienkiewicz, Trench Agent and Consul-General, as he wished to speak 
to us together regarding the impression which had been produced by the joint com¬ 
munication which we had made in the name of our Governments to the Khedive on 
the previous day. 

Having found M. Sienkiewicz at home, his Excellency said that the impression 
produced was most unfavourable. Ho disclaimed himself putting the interpretation 
on the communication, which he would relate to us; he only desired that we should 
know what this interpretation was, as he conceived that it was not in accordance with 
the impression which our Governments had intended to convey. 

He said that the Message was regarded—first, as encouraging the Khedive to 
place lumself in antagonism to reform; 2ndly, that the wording which connects, as 
it were, the events of September with the opening of the Chamber, showed a spirit 
unfavourable to the latter; 3rdly, that it indicated a desire to loosen the tie to the 
Porte; 4tlily, that it contained a menace of intervention which nothing in the state 
of the country at present justified. 

His Excellency, under these circumstances, expressed the hope that our respective 
Governments would make a further communication destroying such impressions, which 
he felt sure were erroneous. 

We replied that his Excellency was undoubtedly right in his supposition; that our 
Governments had merely desired to place on record the harmony of views which con¬ 
tinued between the two Governments, and that their desire was that Egypt should 
continue in the path of tranquillity which had been happily rc-establislied under his 
Excellency’s Government. 

We added that we would telegraph to our respective Governments to inform 
them wliat his Excellency had just said with regard to the impression produced by 
the joint communication. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 75. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville,—(Received January 18.) 

(No. 18.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 10, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 17 of to-day, I have the honour to inform 
your Lordship that Cherif Pasha’s account of the impression created by the joint 
communication made by M. Sienkiewicz and me to the Khedive is correct as far as 
the general public is concerned, though no doubt part of the irritation manifested 
is in some degreo accounted for by the text not having as yet become generally 
known. 

Certain that the communication would give rise to commentaries of all sorts, I 
asked Chdrif Pasha to have it published without delay, and ho excused himself 
yesterday for not having done so by alleging the difficulty of translating it into Arabic 
which should render it exactly. 

I believe, however, that other causes have delayed it, whether in the nature of a 
telegram from the Porte or on representations made by the Minister of War I cannot 
say, but I hear that both these causes have been at work. The communication was, 
however, published in an Arabic paper yesterday at Alexandria, and I am in hopes 
that when its wording is carefully examined it may be acknowledged not to contain 
the import which is attributed to it. 

The person chiefly blamed is the Khedive, who, it is alleged, requested me to 
obtain a declaration from my Government of the nature contained in the message. 
The report is absolutely without foundation. His Highness has never even hinted at 
desire for special support from abroad, and when I saw him after the convocation of 
the Chamber, ho was, as I had the honour to report to your Lordship in my despatch 
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‘No. 3 of the 2nd instant, sanguine about the future of his country and apprehensive 
of no danger of any sort. 

It is too soon to judge at present of the ultimate result of what has taken place; 
but for the moment it has had for effect to cause a more complete union of the 
National party, the military, and the Chamber, to unite these three in a common bond 
of opposition to England and Erance, and to make them feel more forcibly than they 
did before that the tie which unites Egypt to the Ottoman Empire is a guarantee to 
which they must strongly adhere to save them from aggression. The military, who 
had fallen into the background on the convocation of the Chamber, are again in every¬ 
body’s mouths, and Araby Bey is said to be foremost in protesting against what he is 
represented to consider as unjustified interference. 

Yet, as the situation appeared particularly hopeful and tranquil three days ago, 
I trust that, as time allows more just and moderate opinions to be formed, the 
country may resume the even course upon which it seemed to enter on the opening of 
the Chamber. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 76. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 18.) 

(No. 19.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 11, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith a notice, extracted from the “ Moniteur 
Egyptien ” of the 8tli and 9th instant, stating that, by a Decree of the 4th instant. 
Colonel Ahmed Bey Araby has been named Under-Secretary of State for War. 

Ch6rif Pasha hopes by this appointment to utilize in the interests of the Govern¬ 
ment the influence which Araby Bey possesses over the army. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 76. 

Extract from the “ Moniteur Egyptien” of January 8-9, 1882. 

PAR Decret do Son Altesse le Khddive, en date du 14 Safer, 1299 (4 Janvier, 
1882), M. le Colonel Ahmed Bey Araby a etc nomme Sous-Secretaire d’Etat au 
Ministdre de la Guerre. 


No. 77. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 18.) 

(No. 20.) 

My Lord, Cairo , January 11, 1882. 

THE 31st Article of the new Organic Law of the Chamber of Delegates proposed 
by the Government authorizes the Chamber to express opinions on the Budget, but it 
gives no power of sanctioning or rejecting any part of it. 

The Budget is divided into two sections, one disposing of revenues assigned to the 
service of the National Debt, the other of those revenues which aro free. 

The Delegates of the Chamber, it appears, are unanimous in insisting upon the 
right in future years of voting this second part, which they contend will in no way 
interfere with international engagements. 

At first they asked to examine and vote this part of the Budget for 1882, but the 
proposal was subsequently withdrawn. 

Chdrif Pasha and the Controllers-Gencral aro of opinion that if the Chamber is to 
have the right of voting the Budget, the Council of Ministers, and therefore the 
Control, lose all hold over the finances. 

Under these circumstances, Sir Auckland Colvin has asked me to inquire the 
views and wishes of your Lordship on the subject. 

It is possible that the Chamber, if it possessed the right, might use it with 
[310 J M 







42 


moderation and good sense, but it would be a leap in the dark to confide tlie power to 
it before it has, in other matters, proved its political capacity. 

On the other hand, the Chamber exists and will continue to do so unless it is 
forcibly suppressed, which can only be done by intervention, and this is a last 
resource which rlie possible eventuality of the infraction of the Law of Liquidation 
would in no way justify. 

It is not impossible that the breach which has thus been created between Chdrif 
Pasha and the Chamber may, if not avoided, ultimately cause his Excellency’s 
resignation, in which case the present Minister of War would be the popular 
candidate of the National party fdr the Presidency of the Council. But supposing the 
Khedive names a Minister who comes into office on a point on which he at once finds 
himself at variance with the Controllers, the situation becomes extremely difficult. I 
confess that, rather than that this situation should supervene, I should prefer to give 
the Chamber the right, and to wait till this right is abused before interfering. 

It must be borne in mind that the Egyptians have distinctly, for good or for evil, 
entered on a constitutional path; that the Organic Law of the Chamber is their 
Charter of liberties. 

It has occurred to me that, as a compromise, the right might bo given, and form 
part of the Organic Law, on the condition that the Delegates voluntarily abrogate the 
use of it for three years. 

I have, &c. 

v • (Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 78. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 18.) 

(No. 21.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 11, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith a Confidential Memorandum by Sir 
Auckland Colvin on the situation. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosurc in No. 78. 

Memorandum. 

(Confidential.) 

DURING the last few days the situation of affairs has become, I think, much 
less satisfactory. Last week Cherif Pasha presented to the Chamber a Project of Law, 
regulating their powers, which has been forwarded to Iter Majesty’s Government. It 
was considered here, among all classes and parties of Europeans, and among many 
natives, as a liberal and very reasonable project. The Chamber, however, considers it 
far too conservative, and is preparing a Counter-project, which it purposes presenting 
to the Council. I have uot seen this, but I am told that it provides for constitutional 
government in the most liberal sense of the term. 

The Chamber especially insists on the right to vote the Budget, both on its 
receipts and expenditure side. I have no doubt that it is wholly incompetent to 
exercise this power; and that it desires it, amongst other things, as a means of 
reducing European salaries, and thus, indirectly, ridding the country of European 
direction in the Administration where it now exists. Tlie Control, vis-d-vis an irrespon¬ 
sible Chamber, instead of, as at present, associated with a responsible Council, will 
cease to exercise any effective check, either on the general financial policy, or on the 
several items composing the Budget. 

The Chamber seems to me, in a word, to be showing itself intractable and irrecon¬ 
cilable. Its aim is to possess itself of the administration of the country and to put 
aside the Turkish governing element, in fact, if not in form. The army, to appearance, 
is quiet. But the views of the Chamber are so much in accordance with the known 
and published aims of the party of which Araby is the best-known member, as to 
leavo no doubt in my mind that the Chamber has the sympathy, at least, of the 
army. 

The country being, in my opinion, wholly unfit for such a change as the Chamber 
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desires, and the Egyptians being incapable of conducting the administration of affairs, 
I think we are rapidly approaching a state of affairs which differs little, if at all, from 
anarchy. 

Cherif Pasha has neither the vigour of character or of intelligence to control or 
combat the Chamber and the Egyptian propaganda. When he attempts definite 
resistance, as he probably will before long, it is probable that the Chamber will 
demand another Ministry, in which the Egyptian element will predominate, and we 
shall then be near the beginning of the end. 

The collective note has intensified the spirit of opposition, which is also stimulated 
and excited by individuals of the other European nationalities here, who are little less 
irritated than the Egyptians against the note. 

I regret to have to record so unfavourable a view of affairs, but in my previous 
notes I have pointed out that the course of affairs, so far as lay in our power here, 
would depend greatly on the attitude of the Chamber. The Chamber has shown itself 
animated by views which are ill calculated to promote a peaceful internal settlement 
of the questions pending. 

(Signed; A. COLVIN. 

Cairo, January 11, 1882. 


No. 79. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January 18.) 

(No. 34.) 

My Lord, Paris, January 14, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit to your Lordship an article which has appeared 
to-day in the “Republiquc Frangaiso,” a newspaper which is commonly regarded as 
an unofficial organ of the present French Ministry. 

The article relates to the joint communication lately made by the Representatives 
of England and France to the Khedive of Egypt. 

It states that the object of the communication was to assure the Khedive of the 
support of England and France in the case (it is hoped improbable) of his being 
obliged to have recourse to that support. 

It says that there are two points with regard to which it would be much to be 
regretted that any mistake should be made at Cairo. 

In the first place, it would (it declares) be a grave error to imagine that the two 
Rowers were not firmly resolved to follow up their platonic demonstration in a suitable 
manner, if order should be disturbed or if the authority of the Khedive should again 
be placed in jeopardy. 

In the second place, the article affirms that those who exercise authority at Cairo 
would be very wrong if they saw in the communication a demonstration hostile to the 
normal and legitimate independence of Egypt. It states that, on the contrary, it is to 
be desired that the Egyptians should more and more participate in the administration 
of the country ; but it adds that tlie time has not yet come when Egypt can dispense 
with foreign assistance. 

The article concludes with a warning to the Egyptians against making any 
attempt to weaken the legitimate authority of the institutions which have been, 
established under the auspices of France and England. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 80. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January 18.) 

(No. 43. Extender.) 

My Lord, Paris, January 17,1882. 

THIS afternoon, in obedience to telegraphic instructions which I had the honour 
to receive from your Lordship last evening, I said to M. Gambetta that Her Majesty’s 
Government concurred with him in thinking that the demands of the Chamber of 
Notables at Cairo could not be agreed to, although there were points in them which, 
might bo worthy of consideration hereafter. And I added that Sir Edward Malet had. 







44 


"been instructed to 30 m the Prench Agent in supporting Cherif Pasha in his opposition 
to those demands. 

M. Gambctta answered that I 10 had already dispatched to M. Sicnkiewicz by 
telegraph a very strong instruction, directing him to concert measures with Sir Edward 
Malet, and to insist upon Cherif Pasha’s absolutely rejecting the demands of the 
Notables, on the ground that they were incompatible with the state of things established 
in Egypt by international engagements with Prance and England. 

M. Gambetta went on to say that he was informed that at Cairo a compromise had 
been proposed to the effect that the rejection of the demands should be accompanied 
by an assurance that they should bo complied with in 1885, or at some other fixed 
date. His Excellency had, however, he observed, especially instructed M. Sienkiewicz 
not to listen for a moment to anything of the kind. 

I proceeded to tell M. Gambetta that Her Mcjestv’s Government gave full weight 
to the objections he had expressed to giving explanations to the Egyption Government 
on the joint communication made on the 8 th instant, but that they thought it 
important to give to their Representative on the spot some latitude to use his 
discretion, according to circumstances, in replying to the representations coming from 
Chdrif Pasha. 

M. Gambetta answered that he was quite of the same opinion, and that, in fact, it 
seemed to him to be proper to allow the Representatives on the spot some discretion in 
the matter, to be used by them according to circumstances. 

I have already done myself the honour to forward the substance of this despatch 
to your Lordship by telegraph. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 81. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received January 18, 2*50 P.M.) 

(No. 1 .) 

(Telegraphic.) Vienna, January 18, 1882, 2 - 2 p.m. 

EGYPTIAN : The Turkish Ambassador has communicated to Count Kalnoky 
the telegram of his Government to their Ambassadors in London and Paris. He 
received it without expressing any opinion, and tells me that he will concert with the 
German Government as to the notice to be taken of it. 

I suggested that, as the action of the two Governments had been dictated by the 
wish to maintain the existing provisions in Egypt, I 10 should intimate to the Porte 
that, concurring in that wish, he hoped that it might be attained. 

Ho assured mo of his anxiety not to go counter to England and Prance in any 
way, but that he must also take care not to abdicate (sic) the right of Austria to have 
her voice in Egyptian matters. 

I said if it had been proposed to alter existing arrangements I had no doubt that 
he would have been consulted, but that it was natural for the two Powers most 
interested to put themselves forward in support of what all the others were known 
to be anxious to maintain. 

Count Kalnoky said that he was quite unaware of the circumstances which had 
made the two Governments think it necessary to take a step which might place them 
in a position of great embarrassment; for what, he asked, were they to do if after 
making such communication they saw the Khedive’s position seriously threatened, or 
if he were to appeal to the Sultan for aid to support him ? 

Count Kalnoky’s language led mo to infer, though he did not plainly say so, 
that he considered the Sultan to have some ground of complaining of a communication 
of such a nature being made without reference to him. 


No. 82. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville. — (Received January 19, 1*45 p.m.) 

(No. 22.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cabo, January 19, 1882, noon, 

THE situation is as follows:—The Counter-project of Organic Law, drawn up by 
the Committee of the Chamber, has been presented unofficially to Cherif Pasha. It 


places the Ministry almost entirely under the control of the Chamber, [? who have] the 
control of the Budget, control of functionaries, partial initiative in legislation, 
complete Ministerial responsibility, and control over contracts made by Government. 
Chdrif Pasha will communicate answer, with his reasons for being unable to agree to 
so much of this Project as transfers the power of Government to the Chamber, basing 
his resistance on the Eirmans and on international engagements. 

If the Chamber proceeds to vote the Counter-project, Cherif Pasha will go to it, 
and make a speech in the sense of his written communication, and inform the Chamber 
that the Governments of England and Prance refuse to allow it the control of the 
Budget. 

Chdrif Pasha does not propose to resign if no agreement is come to, as the Law of 
1866, by which the Chamber is at present governed, makes no mention of Ministerial 
responsibility. 


No. 83. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 78.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 19, 1882. 

THE Prench Ambassador called upon me this afternoon, and read to me a 
telegram which he had received from M. Gambetta, stating that it was not true, as 
reported in some of the English and Prench newspapers, that tho Turkish Ambassador 
at Paris had presented a note to the Prench Government upon the subject of the joint 
declaration made to the Khedive. Essad Pasha, M. Gambetta continued, had had an 
interview with him in consequence of a telegram which he had received from Con¬ 
stantinople, and of the purport of which he had informed him. Essad Pasha’s object 
had been to represent that the state of Egypt was tranquil and prosperous, and gave 
no occasion for such a step as had been taken by Prance and England; and that, in 
any case, our observations should, in the first instance, have been addressed to the 
Porte as the Suzerain Power. 

M. Gambetta said that his reply had been to the effect that, on the one hand, the 
two Powers had not gone further than to state their intention of maintaining the 
status quo established by the Pirmans and Treaties; and that, not wishing to make 
any innovation, they had no occasion to have recourse to Turkey; that, on the other 
hand, the existing prosperity of Egypt depended upon an organization and upon 
arrangements of which England and Prance were the guardians; that wo were bound 
to protect that organization from any dangers which might threaten it, and that the 
pretensions put forward by the Chamber of Notables were quite sufficient to justify 
our anxiety and alarm. He had added that, personally, he should have no objection 
whatever now to a simultaneous communication of the joint note being made to the 
Porte through the English and Prench Ambassadors at Constantinople, but that this 
was a personal opinion only, on which he had not, as yet, made any overtures in 
London. 

M. Gambetta said that he had then spoken to Essad Pasha of the tendencies 
evinced for some time past by the Porte, which he described as being of a nature, if 
persisted in, to alter its relations with its oldest allies, and that he had not concealed 
his regret and apprehension at the line of policy which the Porte seemed disposed to 
pursue. 

M. Challemel-Lacour said, in conclusion, that he was authorized to discuss with 
me the idea suggested by M. Gambetta in the above conversation of a communication 
of the Anglo-Prench note to the Porte. 

I thanked his Excellency for this communication, and requested him to inform 
M. Gambetta that Musurus Pasha had loft at the Poreign Office a copy of a telegram 
from the Porto, which was probably identical with that read by Essad Pasha to 
M. Gambetta. I said that I had hitherto given no answer to this communication, 
but would inform M. Gambetta what we proposed te say in reply. 

I saw no objection to a simultaneous communication of the Anglo-Prench note 
to the Porte. As regards the objections taken by the Turkish Government, I remarked 
that precedents existed of similar direct communications between Her Majesty’s 
Government and the Khedive, but it was better to resort to them only on special 
occasions, and that neither England, nor, as I believed, Prance had any intention of 
doing what could affect injuriously the position of Turkey in connection with Egypt. 
This, indeed, had already been stated on more than one occasion. 
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I told M. Challemel-Lacour that I had just received a telegram from Sir 
E. Malet, stating that Chdrif Pasha had no intention of resigning, and that all was 
quiet at present. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 84. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January 20.) 

(No. 45. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Paris, January 18, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 48 of the 17th instant, I have the honour to 
inform your Lordship that I asked M. Gambetta yesterday whether he had received 
any news from Cairo since I had seen him the day before, and that he was, in 
consequence, so good as to read to me a telegram which was, he said, the latest which 
had reached him from M. Sienkiewicz. 

The substance of it, to the best of my recollection, was that all was quiet at 
Cairo at the moment; that Araby Bey still exercised great influence, and that the 
party of action had not given up the game ; that Araby Bey declared that any inter¬ 
vention on the part of England and Erance only was quite inadmissible, but did not 
seem to reject so positively the idea of an intervention of all the Great Powers 
collectively; that M. Sienkiewicz himself had said very severe things (“ des choses 
tr&s dures ”) to the President of the Chamber, who had been to see him. 

The telegram also mentioned the sensation that had been created by the arrival at 
Alexandria of a Turkish man-of-war, which, however, had turned out to be only a 
small ship which had put in to refit. 

I said to M. Gambetta that the President of the Chamber liad been also to 
Sir Edward Malet, and that Sir Edward had told him that the pretension of the 
Chamber to vote the Budget was an infringement of international engagements. I 
added that the President had expressed a desire that a compromise might be devised, 
but that Sir Edward Malet had given him no encouragement. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 85. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 18.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 20, 1882. 

I HAVE received your despatch No. 17 of the 10th instant, reporting the obser¬ 
vations made by Cherif Pasha to you and your Erencli colleague as to the impression 
produced in Egypt by the identic communication of the 8th January; and I have to 
acquaint you that the terms in which you as well as M. Sienkiewicz replied to his 
Excellency are approved by Her Majesty’s Government, 

I notice with satisfaction that Cherif Pasha disclaimed, as far as he was personally 
concerned, the interpretations which he stated to have been put upon the note by 
public opinion in Egypt. You have since reported that its contents have been trans¬ 
lated, and published in the Arab newspapers, and Her Majesty’s Government hope 
that the perusal of them will have tended to dissipate the erroneous views which were, 
in the first instance, entertained as to the intentions of England and Erance in 
instructing then* respective Agents to make the declaration. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 
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No. 86. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet, 

(No. 19.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 20,1882. 

IN your despatch No. 18 of the 10th instant you allude to a report which seems 
to have prevailed at Cairo that the Khedive had requested you to obtain from Her 
Majesty’s Government a Declaration of the nature which has been actually made by 
them in conjunction with the Government of Erance. You state that this report is 
absolutely without foundation, that His Highness has never hinted at a desire for 
special support from abroad, and that when you saw him after the convocation of th6 
Chamber, he was, as reported in your despatch No. 3 of the 2nd instant, sanguine 
about the future of his country, and apprehensive of no danger of any sort. 

I am able to confirm entirely your statement that Her Majesty’s Government 
have not received, either directly or indirectly, from the Khedive any suggestion or 
request for the Declaration. 

As regards what you state of His Highness’ frame of mind, however, I think it 
right to call your attention to ilie fact that the despatch to which you refer was 
written some time subsequent to the date when the joint Declaration was practically 
decided upon. 

In your despatch No. 358, marked Confidential, of the 28th November, you 
state:— 

“ The Khedive continues to take a gloomy view of the general situation, as he 
still considers the country to be in the hands of Araby Bey, and has little confidence 
in the Chamber of Notables showing either wisdom or moderation.” 

This despatch was received at the Foreign Office on the 5th December. 

On the 15th of tho same month Lord Lyons reported (in his despatch No. 1122, 
marked Confidential) that M. Gambetta had spoken to him on the previous day of the 
state of affairs in Egypt. M. Gambetta expressed his uneasiness at the approaching 
meeting of the Chamber of Notables, and said that he thought it would bo prudent 
for the French and English Governments to consult with each other on the course to 
be taken by them in common in tho face of certain not improbable events. The 
objects which M. Gambetta thought it desirable to keep in view were that the com¬ 
plete union between the two Governments should be made immediately apparent, that 
the authority of Tewfik Pasha should be maintained, and that undue interference 
on the part of the Porte should bo prevented. 

I replied on the 19th ultimo, agreeing as to the expediency of consultation 
between the two Governments, adding that Her Majesty’s Government also thought it 
desirable that some evidence should be given of their cordial understanding. 

M. Gambetta’s proposal of a joint Declaration followed upon this, and was 
repeated to you by telegraph on tho 26tli December. On the 27th you telegraphed, 
slating that you saw no objection to tho proposal, adding that the support the 
Khedive was most likely to require was towards the maintenance of tho independence 
of tho Chamber against the jealousies and suspicions of the Porte. On the 
29th instant you were informed by telegraph that Her Majesty’s Government would 
agree to M. Gambetta’s proposal as soon as the terms of tho communication were 
settled between the two Governments. You replied on the 30th, expressing your 
anxiety that I should have the opportunity of reading your despatch No. 389 of the 
26th before deciding on the terms of tho communication, adding that it would be 
unadvisable that the Khedive should be encouraged to hope for support in maintaining 
an attitude of reserve towards tho Chamber, and that tho reply of the Chamber to the 
Khedive’s speech was stated to be extremely moderate and satisfactory. 

Your despatch of tho 2nd instant reports that, at an interview you had with the 
Khedive on the 31st December, you found His Highness, for the first time since your 
return in September, cheerful in mood and taking a hopeful view of the situation. 

The despatch in question was not received at the Foreign Office until tho 
9th instant, three days after the telegraphic instructions had been sent to you to make 
the joint Declaration in concert with your French colleague. 

ner Majesty’s Government were, throughout the discussions respecting the decla¬ 
ration, under the impression conveyed in your despatch No. 358 of the 28th November, 
with regard to the Khedive’s view of the situation. And although I am not aware of 
my intimation of their intention having reached His Highness, the change which you. 
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notieedin his demeanour took place after the Declaration had been in principle decided 
upon by the English and Erencli Governments. am &c 

(Signed) ’ GRANVILLE. 


No. 87. 


Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 21.) 

/m°i‘ v 1 Cairo, January 20,1882. 

(lelegrap ic.) ^ ^ Chambers wiU vote the Counter-project of Organic 

Law which places the whole administrative and financial power of government m its 

Of dismissing the Chamber may 

remain with the Khedive and the Ministry, will he one which cannot last. 

Although it has no right to do so, the Chamber will, if an attempt he made to 
dismiss it probably request the Khedive to name a new Ministry. No new Ministry 
will be accepted that does not agree to the Counter-project, while, if it is sought to 

maintain Ch6rif Pasha, his authority will be disputed. , 

If we adhere to the refusal to allow the Budget to be voted by the Chamber and 
we cannot do otherwise, as it forms part only of a complete scheme of revolution- 
armed intervention will become a necessity. But all Governments are equally 
interested in preventing this necessity, which, if entered upon by the two Powers 
alone, would probably lead to serious disaster here between the time that it was 

decided upon and the subjection of the country. ^ J _ , , , 

The Chamber would, I think, listen to reason if the Great Powers were to state 
that thev cannot agree to the transfer of tbe power of government to the Chamber, 
but that/while otherwise maintaining the status quo, they will guarantee a Constitution 
compatible with the obligations of the country, and will take steps to come to an 
aoreement on the subject. This, as far as I can see, is the only way out of critical 
situation which is rapidly driving both us and the Egyptians to extremities. 

They will listen to the united Powers, but they will not listen to England an 
Erance alone, because they believe we are actuated by selfish motives and that the 
other Powers will insist upon the Egyptian question being .dealtwiGi mconnnon. 
They may be wrong, but the necessity for action would arrive before they aie un¬ 
deceived. 


No. 88 . 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—{Received January 21.) 

0 »™, 20 - 18 , 82 : 

v VICE-CONSUL MAIN reports from Damietta that the Mussulman population 
have assumed a threatening attitude during the last few days towards Christians; that 
the Erencli Vice-Consul has been three times insulted m the streets; and that the 
Governor’s inability to cope with the insubordinate police was so apparent that the two 
Vice-Consuls, having gone to complain, deemed it [[prudent to retire and leavo the 
Governor to deal with the case alone. 


No. 89. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 81. Confidential.) . __ T 91 iaS9 

Mv Lord Foreign Office, January 21 , 1 oo-j. 

y I TRANSMIT to your Excellency herewith the draft of a despatch, which I propose 
to forward by the messenger on Thursday next, to Her Majesty’s Ambassador at 
Constantinople, in reply to the telegram from the Porte which Musurus Pasha 
communicated to me on the 14th instant respecting the recent Anglo-1 rencli 
Declaration to the Khedive. 

I should be glad if you would take an early opportunity of showing the drait 
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to M. Gambetta, and would inform me of any observations which he may make 
upon it. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 90. 


Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 22, 6 P.M.) 

(No. 25.) ' " ' 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 22,1882, 9‘45 a.m. 

IS your Lordship disposed to authorize me to recommend the Ministry to consider 
the proposals which have been made unofficially by the President of the Chamber 
with a view to an arrangement, which would have for effect to accord to Delegates 
from the Chamber the right to co-operate with the Ministers in the examination and 
vote of the Budget ? 

(A similar telegram to the above has been sent to his Government by my Erench 
colleague.) 


No. 91. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 22, 6 P.M.) 

(No. 26.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 22, 1882,10*20 A.M. 

MY telegram No. 25 of this day is the result of a long conference yesterday 
between my Erench colleague, the Controllers-General, and me. Sir A. Colvin thinks 
that the negotiation may possibly result in a reasonable arrangement. 

M. de Bligni&res is strongly opposed to receding in any way from an absolute 
refusal to allow the Chamber to participate in framing the Budget. 

My Erench colleague and I consider that we, individually, should be wrong to 
take upon ourselves to refuse to listen to the overture made, and that the negotiation 
will he useful as giving time to the Governments to decide upon the course to be 
pursued in case of failure. 


No. 92. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 23.) 

(No. 23.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 16, 1882. 

THE public excitement which showed itself in the beginning of the week after 
the presentatian of the dual note on tho 8 th instant has gradually calmed down, 
principally in consequence of the publication of two telegrams by Reuter’s agency, the 
first stating that I had been instructed to explain to Chdrif Pasha that the note 
had no other object than to strengthen tho Anglo-Erencli [alliance on the accession 
of M. Gambetta to office; the other, that tho Porte had accepted the explanations 
which had been furnished to it with regard to the note. Tho idea in the public 
mind, that the note foreshadowed approaching intervention, was thus [dispelled. 

Violent threats attributed to the military against tho Khedive and foreigners, 
and the turn which events might take, had, for a few days, caused considerable 
anxiety. 

I informed Cherif Pasha on the 11th instant, that if he would state on what 
points connected with the dual communication ho wished for explanations, your 
Lordship would consult as to sending explanations, which would probably remove 
unfavourable impressions. His Excellency replied that he would be glad to receive 
explanations on the points mentioned in my despatch No. 17 of the 10 th instant, but I 
have not as yet been authorized to make any further communication on the subject to 
his Excellency. 

My Erench colleague and I having learnt that it was tho intention of the 
Ministry that the Khedive should make a reply to the dual note, I took advantage 
[346] O 
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of your Lordship’s message to request Clierif Pasha, at all events, to delay any reply 
until the explanations arrived, and his Excellency consented to do so. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 93. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 23.) 

(No. 24.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 1G, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 20 of the 11th instant, I have the honour 
to inform your Lordship that the President of the Chamber, Sultan Pasha, yesterday 
presented, unofficially, to Clierif Pasha, the draft Organic Law with the amendments 
proposed by the Chamber. Passing over unimportant points, it appears that these 
amendments contain three vital changes. I can only speak from verbal information 
given to me, as I have not yet seen a copy of the counter-project, and the wording of 
the amendments is important; for instance, the President of the Chamber assures me 
that the Chamber does not insist on the initiative in legislation, while from other 
quarters I am informed that it does. There is, however, no question that the 
Chamber demands the control of half the Budget, and that it has amended the 
18tli Article, so as to render the Ministry responsible to the Chamber without 
reserve. 

Clierif Paslia intends to reply to this unofficial communication of the counter- 
project by a letter, in which he will set forth the reasons which render it impossible to 
comply with the demands put forward. He will base liis refusal on the ground that 
the amendments shift the power of Government from the Khedive to the Chamber, and 
that it is not competent for His Highness to grant, or for the Ministry to recommend, 
such a course. He will point out that the Khedive is the delegate of the Sultan, and 
that the power of making a change of this natuic does not reside with him. His 
Excellency will also enter at length into the arguments in support of the position 
which he takes up, and into the practical effect of the changes proposed. 

If the Chamber, after the consideration of this letter, continues to insist, and 
presents the amended law officially, Chdrif Pasha will go to the Chamber and will 
make a speech restating the whole case, which will be immediately published. 

His Excellency will, I trust, entertain no idea of resignation, as were he to resign 
the Chamber would, through the formation of a new and pliant Ministry, immediately 
obtain its ends. 

The Controllors-Gcneral, my Erencli colleague, and I consider that the strong- 
ground is to remain within the law, and if Clidrif Pasha remains in office the object 
of the Chamber can only be obtained by violence. 

The situation will be this: the Khedive has convoked the Chamber under the 
Law of 1866. The constitution of the Chamber thus convoked can only he changed 
by Decree of the Khedive. If the Chamber and the Government cannot come to an 
agreement as to the changes to be made, the reciprocal positions of the Government 
and the Chamber continue to be governed by the Law of 1866. In this law there is 
no reference to Ministerial responsibility; consequently the Ministry is not called upon 
to resign. 

I have, &c. 

Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


assurances from him that the Chamber would make no changes involving infraction of 
international engagements. His Excellency replied that the Chamber was firmly 
resolved to observe all such engagements, to which I rejoined that, in that case, it 
was clear that the Chamber was not aware of the existence of the engagement by 
which the responsibility of fixing the Budget was vested solely in the Ministry, and I 
read to his Excellency the 10th Article of the Decree of the 18th November, 1876, 
establishing the Control, in which it is stated, with reference to the Budget, that the 
Ministers remain sole judges of the necessity of assigning credits. Sultan Pasha 
replied that, at that time, there was no Chamber, but I observed to his Excellency 
that the present Chamber was convoked under the Decree of 1866, ten years previous 
to the Decree establishing the Control ; that it was true that the Chamber was rarely 
convoked, and that, when convoked, its action was not serious; that had it been other¬ 
wise, doubtless a specific statement on the point, going further than implication, would 
have been inserted in the Decree. I added that there could be no doubt that the 
Decree had the nature of an international engagement, as it was established by the 
3rd Article of the Decree of the 15th November, 1879, rc-establisliing the Control, 
that the previous Decree could only be modified by the consent of the Governments of 
England and Erance. 

Sultan Pasha requested that I would use my good offices with Clidrif Pasha to 
bring about a compromise, but I gave him no encouragement that a compromise on 
this question would bo possible. 

I said that I had felt strongly the necessity of the establishment of a Chamber 
upon a basis which would secure the country from a return to the arbitrary rule of 
former days; that two guarantees were necessary to this end, which were that no 
law should be passed, and that no tax should be imposed without the consent of the 
Chamber, and that both these guarantees existed in Clierif Pasha’s Bill, and I pointed 
out to him that, by the course which the Chamber was'pursuing, tho chance of liberal 
reform was being wrecked; that if, as I foresaw would be the case, Clierif Pasha 
refused to accede to the demands of the Chamber, the only way of obtaining com¬ 
pliance with those demands would be by force, and that the consequences of resorting- 
to such means had been clearly stated by the Governments of England and Erance. 

Sultan Pasha replied that tho Chamber was firmly resolved never to have recourse 
to the aid of the military in tho prosecution of its policy. He denied that it was at 
present acting under any pressure from the military, and affirmed that it was merely 
expressing the unanimous wish of the country. 

I am informed that Sultan Pasha has, contrary to expectation, had little or no 
influence on the Chamber, and oven if the Chamber is opposed to the interference of 
the military, it has no power to prevent it. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 95. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 23.) 

(No. 27.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 16, 1882. 

1 HAVE the honour to inclose herewith a copy of the draft Organic Law of the 
Chamber of Delegates, with the amendments proposed by the Chamber, which I have 
received just in time to forward by the present mail. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 94. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 23.) 

(No. 25.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 16, 1882. 

SULTAN PASHA, tho President of the Chamber, called upon mo yesterday to 
speak to me about the amendments proposed by tho Chamber to the draft Organic 
Law submitted to it by Clidrif Pasha. 

I stated that I had learnt with great regret and anxiety that tho Chamber had 
made amendments which it would not be possible for the Government to accept, and 
that I had been extremely surprised, because I had received tho most positive 
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Inelosure in No. 95. 

Organisation de la Chambre des Delegues. 

Projet du Gouvernement. Projet de la Chambre. 

ARTIC LE l cr . Les Membres de la ARTICLE l er . Meme redaction. 
Chambre des Delegues sont elus. 

TJne Loi ultdrieure fera connaitre les 
conditions de l’dlectorat et de l’dligibilitd 
en meme temps que le mode d’Election a 
la Chambre des Ddldguds. 

Art. 2. Les Membres de la Chambre Art. 2. Les Membres de la Chambre 


des Ddldguds sont elus pour une durde de 
quatre anuses; ils regoivent une indemnity 
annuelle de £ E. 100. 


Art. 3. Les Ddldguds sont libres dans 
l’exercice de leurs fonctions. Ils ne 
peuyent etre lids ni par un mandat, ni 
par une instruction, ni par des menaces. 

Art. 4. Les Ddldguds sont inviolables. 

En cas de crime ou de debt commis 
pendant la durde de la Session, il ne 
peuvent etre mis en arrestation qu’avec 
l’autorisation de la Chambre. 


Art. 5. Tout Deldgud reprdsente au 
meme titre les intdrets de la circonscrip- 
tion electorate dont il est l’dlu, et les 
intdrets gdndraux du pays. 

Art. 6. La Chambre des Ddldguds sidgc 
au Caire. Elle est convoqude chaque 
annee par Ddcret du Khedive, sur l’avis 
conforme du Conseil des Ministres. 

Art. 7. Les Sessions ordinaires annuellcs 
de la Chamhre des Ddldguds ont une 
durde de trois mois, du 15 Novembre au 
15 Eevrier. 

La Chambre peut aussi etre convoqude 
en Session extraordinaire. 

La durde de ces Sessions est fixde par le 
Ddcret mdme de Convocation. 


Art. 8. Les Sessions de la Chambre sont 
ouvertcs, en prdsence des Ministres, par le 
Khedive ou par le Prdsident du Conseil 
des Ministres agissant par deldgation du 
Khddive. 


des Ddldguds sont dlus pour une duree de 
cinq anndes; ils re 9 oivent une indemnitd 
annuelle de £ E. 100. 

Le mandat des Membres prdsents sub- 
siste pendant toute cette pdriode. 

Art. 3. Meme rddaction. 


Art. 4. Meme rddaction. 


Art. 5. La Chambre pourra, immddiate- 
ment aprds sa convocation, demander la 
mise en libertd de l’un de ses Membres 
qui aura etc emprisonnd, ou la suspension 
de toute action dirigde contre lui pendant 
les vacanccs de la Chambre. 

Art. G. Tout Ddldgud reprdsente au 
meme titre la conscription dlectorale 
dont il est l’dlu, et toute la nation 
Egyptienne. 

Art. 7. Meme rddaction. 


Art. 8. Les Sessions ordinaires annuelles 
de la Chambre des Ddldguds ont une 
durdc de trois mois, du l cr Novembre au 
31 Janvier. 

Si cctte durde ne suffit pas pour terminer 
les travaux pendants, la Chambre pourra 
en demander la prolongation de quinze a 
trente jours. 

Cette prolongation lui sera accorddo. 

En cas do besoin, la Chambre pourra 
etre convoqude en Session extraordinaire, 
dont la durde sera fixde par Ddcret du 
Khddive. 

La Chambre ayant dte convoqueo cette 
annee lo 26 Dccembro, 1881, sa Session 
prendra par consdquent fin au 26 Mars, 
1882 . 

Art. 9. Meme rddaction. 
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Projet du Gouvernement. 

Art. 9. A la premidre sdance de chaque 
Session un discours d’ouverture sera pro- 
noncd par le Khddive ou, en son nom, par 
le Prdsident du Conseil. Il aura pour 
objet d’exposer a la Chambre les princi¬ 
pals questions qui lui seront prdsentdes 
dans le cours de la Session. 

Aprds la lecture du discours d’ouverture 
la sdance sera levee. 

Art 10. Dans les trois jours qui sui- 
vront, la Chambre, aprds avoir nommd une 
Commission a Pellet de prdparer une rd- 
ponse au discours Khddivial, votera cette 
rdponse, qui sera prdsentdc h Son Altesse 
par une ddldgation choisie dans son sein. 

Art. 11. La rdponse au discours d’ou¬ 
verture ne pourra traiter aucune question 
d’une fagon ddcisivc, ni contcnir aucun 
avis ddlibdrd. 

Art. 12. Le Prdsident de la Chambre 
des Ddldguds est nommd par le Khddive 
sur la proposition du Conseil des Ministres. 
Il doit etre choisi parmi les Membres de 
la Chambre des Ddldguds; ses fonctions 
ont la meme durde que la Chambre. 


Art. 13. Les Yice-Prdsidents et les Secrd- 
taires sont dlus par la Chambre pour 
la memo durde ; ils doivent etre Membres 
de la Chambre des Ddldguds. 

Art. 14. Le procds-verbal des sdances de 
la Chambre est rddige sous la direction du 
Bureau de la Chambre. 

Art. 15. La langue officielle est la 
langue Arabe. 

Les proods-vcrbaux et comptes-rendus 
de la Chambre seront rddiges dans la 
langue officielle. 

Art. 16. Les Ministres peuvent au be¬ 
soin assister aux sdances de la Chambre 
des Ddldguds; ils peuvent prendre part 
aux discussions. Ils peuvent dgalement 
se faire assister ou reprdsenter dans des 
questions spdciales par des Membres du 
Conseil d’Administration et de Ldgislation 
ou par des liauts fonctionnaires de leur 
Ddpartement Ministdriel. 

Art. 17 (r r paragraplie). Los Membres 
fournissent toutcs les explications qui leur 
sont demanddcs par la Chambre dans la 
limite do ses attributions. 


Art. 17 (2° paragrapho). Les Ddldguds 
peuvent, par l’entremise du Prdsident de 
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Projet de la Chambre. 
Art. 10. Meme rddaction. 


Art. 11. Meme rddaction. 


Art. 12. Meme rddaction. 


Art. 13. La Chambre proposera au 
Khddive trois de ses Membres. 

Le Khddive nommera l’un d’eux Prdsi¬ 
dent de la Chambre pendant la durde de 
son mandat, c’est-a-dire cinq ans. 

Le Prdsident actuel ayant dtd nommd 
par Ddcret Khddivial, il conservera ses 
fonctions pendant cette durde. 

Art. 14. La Chambre dlira parmi ses 
Membres deux Yice-Prdsidents; elle dd- 
signera des Secretaires pour son Bureau. 

Art. 15. Meme rddaction. 


Art. 16. Meme rddaction. 


Art. 17. Les Ministres ont le droit 
d’assister aux sdances de la Chambre, et 
d’y prendre la parole pour traiter toutes 
questions; ils peuvent dgalement se faire 
reprdsenter par des liauts fonctionnaires 
de leur Ddpartement Ministdriel. 


Art. 18. Si la Chambre ddcide d’appeler 
dan son sein l’un des Ministres pour lui 
donner des explications sur une question, 
le Ministre doit s’y rendre cn personne, ou 
se faire reprdsenter par un haut fonetion- 
naire do son Ddpartement Ministdriel, 
pour fournir les explications demanddcs. 

Le Ministre peut ajourner la rdponse 
jusqu’h, la premidre sdance do la prochaine 
Session au plus tard, et doit en ce cas 
expliquer le motif du retard, et en assumer 
la mdme responsabilitd. 

Art. 19. Les Ddldguds ont le droit de 
controlo sur tous les fonctionnaires publics. 

P 
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Projet du Gouvernement. 

la Chambre, signaler au Ministre compe¬ 
tent les actes des fonctionnaires publics. 


Art. 18. Les Ministres sont solidaire- 
ment responsables vis-a-vis de la Chambre 
de toute mesure prise en Conseil par la- 
quelle il serait porte atteinte aux droits 
attribues a la Chambre par la pr6sente Loi. 

Art. 19. Chaque Ministre est indivi- 
duellement responsable de ses actes, aux 
termes de 1’Article precedent. 

Art. 20. En cas de desaccord persistant 
entre la Chambre des Dcldgues et le 
Ministbrc, le Khedive peut dissoudre la 
Chambre des Del6gu6s. 

II est alors procede a des nouvelles 
elections dans le deiai maximum de quatre 
mois. 


Art. 21. Si la nouvelle Chambre est 
saisie a nouveau de la meme question par 
le Ministbre, et si elle confirme par son 
vote la resolution exprimee par la Chambre 
prec6dente, cette resolution sera ddfinitive- 
ment acquise. 

Art. 22. La Chambre des Deidguds dis¬ 
cute et vote les Projets de Loi et toute 
proposition qui lui est soumise par le 
Gouvernement. Elle emet son avis sur le 
Budget. 

Art. 23. Les Pro jets de Loi emanent de 
l’initiative du Gouvernement. Ils sont 
presentes a la Chambre des Ddldguds par 
les Ministres aprbs avoir dt6 eiabords ou 
examines par le Conseil d’Administration 
et de Legislation. 


Art. 24. La Chambre blit dans son sein 
une Commission charghe de l’examen de 
tout Projet de Loi qui lui est sounds. 

Cette Commission peut proposer au 
Gouvernement des modifications au pro¬ 
jet. Dans ce cas le projet, et les modifica¬ 
tions proposes, sont renvoyds avant la 
discussion generate, par le President de la 
Chambre au President du Conseil des 
Ministres, qui consulte h nouveau le Con¬ 
seil d’Administration et de Legislation. 

Art. 25. Si la Commission ne propose 
pas de modifications, ou si celles qu’elle 
propose ne sont pas adoptees par le Gou- 
vernemont, le texte primitif du Projet de 


Projet de la Chambre. 

Ils peuvent, par l’entremise du President 
de la Chambre, signaler au Ministre com¬ 
petent, tout abus, irregularite, ou negli¬ 
gence attribue a l’un des fonctionnaires 
publics relevant de son Departemcnt 
Ministeriel. 

Art. 20. Les Ministres sont solidaire- 
ment responsables vis-a-vis de la Chambre 
de toute decision prise en Conseil de 
Ministres. 

Art. 21. Meme redaction. 


Art. 22. En cas de desaccord persistant 
entre la _ Chambre des Deiegucs et lc 
Ministbre, et aprbs dchange de vucs et de 
motifs sans que le Ministbre donne sa 
dbrnission, le Khedive peut dissoudre la 
Chambre des Deieguds et ordonner des 
nouvelles elections, pourvu quo T inter - 
vallc ecouie entre la dissolution et la con¬ 
vocation no depasse les trois mois. 

Les eicctcurs peuvent eiirc les Deiegucs 
sortant en totality ou en partie. 

Art. 23. Si la nouvelle Chambre con¬ 
firme par son vote la resolution de la 
Chambre precedence qui a provoqud le 
ddsaecord, cette resolution sera ddfinitive- 
ment acquise. 

Art. 24. Les Projets de Loi emanent de 
l’initiative du Gouvernement. Ils sont 
presentes a la Chamb.ie des Deiegues par 
les Ministres pour y etre discutes et 
votes. 

Aucun Projet de Loi ne peut etre rendu 
executoirc sans etre lu prealablement dc- 
vant la Chambic des Ddldguds Article par 
Article, et votes disposition par disposstion. 
II sera ensuite sanctionin'; par Ddcret du 
Khddive. 

Si la Chambre des Ddldguds propose au 
Conseil des Ministres, par Tentremisc de 
son President, 1’elaboration d’une Loi, sa 
proposition devra etre prise on considera¬ 
tion. 

Art. 25. La Chambre eiit dans son sein 
une Commission chargde de l’examen de 
tout Projet de Loi qui lui est sounds. 

Cette Commission peut proposer au 
Gouvernement des modifications au projet. 
Dans cc cas le projet et les modifications 
proposdes sont renvoyds avant la discussion 
generate par le President de la Chambre 
au President du Conseil des Ministres. 


Art. 26. Si la Commission ne propose 
pas des modifications au Projet de Loi, le 
texte primitif sera soumis it la Chambre en 
assemble generate. 
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Projet du Gouvernement. 

Loi est mis en deliberation devant la 
Chambre. Si les modifications proposdes 
par la Commission sont acceptdes par le 
Gouvernement, le texte ainsi modifid est 
soumis a la discussion gdndrale. 

Art. 2G. La Chambre des Ddldguds peut 
adopter ou rojeter tout Projet de Loi qui 
lui sera soumis par la Commission. 

Elle peut aussi le renvoyer a la Com¬ 
mission pour etre examine a nouveau. 

Article 27. Les Lois votdes par la 
Chambre sont transmises par le President 
de la Chambre au President du Conseil 
des Ministres. 

Art. 28. Nul impot nouveau, direct ou 
indirect—foncier, mobilier, ou personnel 
■—ne peut etre etahli en Egypte sans une 
Loi votde par le Chambre des Deiegues. 

Toute contribution autre que celles qui 
sont autorisees par les lois do finances, a 
quelque titro que co soit, et sous quelque 
denomination qu’elles se pereoivent, sont 
formellement interdites, a peine contre les 
autorites qui les ordonneraient, contre les 
employes qui redigeraient les rblcs et 
Tarifs, et contre coux qui en feraient le 
recouvrement, d’etre poursuivis coniine 
concossionnaires, sans prejudice de l’action 
en repetition contre tout receveur, per- 
cepteur, ou individu qui aurait fait la 
perception. 

Art. 29. Le Budget Annuel des Dd- 
penses et Recettes de 1’Etat sera commu¬ 
nique a la Chambre des Deidguds au plus 
tard le 20 Novembre de chaque annde. 

Art. 30. Le Budget General des Becettes 
presente a la Chambre donnera revalua¬ 
tion generale des rcssources. 

II sera fourni, s'il y a lieu, des dtats 
detaillds do chaque nature de recettes. 

Art. 31. Le Budget des Ddpenses sera 
divise en Ministbrcs, et subdivise en sec¬ 
tions et cliapitres correspondant aux di- 
verses branches des services publics. 

Art. 32. La Chambre pourra dmettre 
son avis sur le Budget de chaque Ministbre. 
Cot avis sera transmis au Ministre des 
Einances par le President de la Chambre 
avant le 20 Decombro au plus tard. 


Art. 33. Le service du tribut, celui de 
la Dette Publique, ainsi quo toute charge 
rdsultant de la Loi de Liquidation ou de 
Conventions Internationales, ne pourront 
btre l’objet d’aucune discussion. 

Art. 34. Dans lo cas oil le Budget ne 
pourrait, pas etre examine par la Chambre 
avant le 20 Ddcembre, il sera rendu exdcu- 
toire par simple Ddcret du Khedive sur la 
proposition du Conseil des Ministres, sous 
rbserve des dispositions de l’Article 28. 


Projet de la Chambre. 

Si la Commission propose des modifica¬ 
tions, le texte et les modifications pro- 
posdes, adoptees ou non par le Gouverne¬ 
ment, seront soumis h> la Chambre en 
assembtec generate. 

Art. 27. Meme redaction. 


Art. 28. Meme redaction. 


Art. 29. Nul imp6t nouveau, direct ou. 
indirect, foncier, mobilier, ou personnel, 
ne peut etre etabli en Egypte sans une 
Loi votde pour la Chambre. 

Toutes contributions nouvelles a quelque 
titre que ce soit, et sous quelque denomi¬ 
nation qu’elles se pergoivent, sont inter¬ 
dites a peine contre les autorites qui les 
ordonneraient, contre les employes qui 
ltedigeraient les roles et tarifs, et contre 
ceux qui en feraient le recouvrement sans 
une Loi votde par la Chambre, d’etre pour¬ 
suivis comme concessionnaires. 

Les contributions ainsi pergues seront 
rendues a ceux qui les auraient payees. 

Art. 30. Le Budget Annuel des Ddpenses 
et Recettes de l’Etat sera communique ala 
Chambre des Ddldguds au plus tard le 
5 Novembre de chaque amide. 

Art. 31. Le Budget Gdndral des Re¬ 
cettes sera prdsentd la Chambre, avec un. 
dtat pour chaque nature de recettes. 

Art. 32. Meme redaction. 


Art. 33. La Chambre des Ddldguds 
examine et discute le Budget. 

Le Budget devient valable aprbs le vote 
de la Chambre. Il sera communique par 
le President de la Chambre au Ministre 
des Einances lo 20 Ddcembre au plua 
tard. 

Art. 34. Memo redaction. 


Supprime. 


I 












Projet du Gouvernement. 


Projet de la Chambre. 


Art. 35. Tout Sgypticn jouissant de ses 
droits d’dlecteur peut adresser une petition 
a la Chambre des Deleguds. Toutcs les 
petitions seront renvoyees a une Commis¬ 
sion clue par la Chambre. Cette Commis¬ 
sion en dressera un Eapport General, et 
proposera a la Cliambre le re jet ou la prise 
en consideration de cliaque petition. Dans 
ce dernier cas elle en ordonnera le renvoi 
pur et simple au Ministre competent. 

Art. 36. Toute petition ayant pour objet 
des droits ou des int6rets personnels sera 
rejetee si elle ressort a la competence des 
Tribunaux Civils ou Administratifs, ou si 
elle n’a pas ete prealablement adressee 
b l’autorite administrative competente. 

Art. 37. Dans l’interet de l’ordre public, 
ou pour conjurer un danger imminent, le 
Khedive pourra, sur l’avis conforme de 
son Conseil des Ministres, prendre toute 
mesure urgente que necessiterait les cir- 
constances. 

Ces mesures, en tant qu’elles seront de 
la competence de la Chambre, lui seront 
communiquees dans sa plus prochaine 
Session. 


Art. 38. Nul ne pourra 6tre admis k 
exposer ou discuter des questions ni h 
prendre part aux deliberations de la 
Chambre en dehors des Deiegues, a l’ex- 
ception des Ministres ou de ceux qui les 
assistent ou les rcpresentont. 

Art. 39. Les votes de la Chambre auront 
lieu soit par assis et love, soit par appel 
nominal, soit au scrutin secret. 

Art. 40. Le vote par appel nominal no 
pourra avoir lieu que sur la dcmande de 
dix Memhres au moms de la Chambre des 
Deiegues. 

Tout vote ayant pour resultat les dis¬ 
positions prevues h r Article 43, sera emis 
par appel nominal. 

Art. 41. Les elections des Vice-Presi¬ 
dents et Secretaires de la Chambre auront 
toujours lieu au scrutin secret. 

Art. 42. La Chambre des Deiegues ne 
peut valablement deiiberer que si les deux 
tiers au moins do ces Memhres assistent a 
la deliberation. 


Art. 35. Tout Traite, contrat, ou engage¬ 
ment que le Gouvernement veut con¬ 
tractor avec des tiers, ne devient ddfinitif 
et executoirc qu’apr^s avoir ete vote par la 
Chambre, a l’exception des contrats ou 
adjudications relatifs a des travaux dont 
le credit est pr6vu par le Budget de l’annec 
correspondante vote par la Chambre. 

Art. 36. Tout Egyptien peut adresser 
une petition a la Chambre des Del<igu4s. 

Les petitions seront renvoyees a une 
Commission prise dans le sein de la 
Chambre, qui statuera suivant le degrd 
d’importance sur le rejet ou la prise en 
consideration de chaque petition. 

Toute petition ayant pour objet des 
droits personnels, et qui n’aura pas ete 
prealablement adressee au fonctionnaire 
public competent ou a l’autorite admini¬ 
strative, dont le dit fonctionnaire relfrve, 
sera rejetee. 


Art, 37. Si, pendant les vacances de la 
Chambre, des circonstances tr6s graves 
commandcnt des mesures urgentes pour 
conjurer un danger qui menace le Gou¬ 
vernement ou pour assurer l’ordrc public, 
le Conseil des Ministres pourra, si l’immi- 
nence des mesures ii prendre ne permet 
pas de convoqucr la Chambre, ordonner, 
sous sa responsabilite, et aprSs sanction du 
Khedive, telles mesures qu’il croira utiles. 

A la prochaine Session de la Chambre, 
ces mesures lui seront communiquees pour 
exprimer son avis a lour dgard. 

Art. 38. Meme redaction. 


Art. 39. Meme redaction. 


Art. 40. Meme redaction. 


Art. 41. Los elections de trois candidats 
a la Prosidencc de la Chambre, do deux 
Vice-Presidents, du 1" et 2 mo Secretaire de 
la Chambre, auront toujours lieu au scrutin 
secret. 

Art. 42. Meme redaction. 
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Pro jet du Gouvernement. 

Les deliberations sont prises a la 
majorite absolue des voix. 

Art. 43. Toute deliberation qui engagera 
la responsabilite Ministerielle, devra etre 
prise a la majorite des trois quarts aux 
moins des voix des Deiegues composant 
la Chambre. 

Art. 44. Aucun vote ne peut etre emis 
par mandataire. 

Art. 45. La Chambre des Deiegues 
eiaborera son Bhglement Interieur, qui 
sera rendu executoire par Decret de Son 
Altesse le Khedive. 


Art. 46. Toutes dispositions de Lois, 
Decrets, Ordres Superieurs, Bhglements 
ou usages contraires k la prdsente Loi sont 
et demeurent abroges. 

Art. 47. Nos Ministres sont charges, 
chacun en ce qui le concernc, de l’exdcu- 
tion de la presente Loi. 


Projet de la Chambre. 


Art. 43. M£me redaction. 


Art. 44. M6me redaction. 
Art. 45. Meme redaction. 


Art. 46. La Chambre des Deiegues 
a la droit, suivant les besoins necessites 
par les circonstances, de modifier cette Loi 
Organique d’accord avec le Conseil des 
Ministres. 

Art. 47. L’interprdtation de tout article 
ou de toute phrase qui peut donner lieu k 
un equivoque appartient de droit h la 
Chambre des D61dgu6s. 

Art. 48. Meme redaction. 


Art. 49. M&me redaction. 


No. 96. 

Sir A. Paget to Earl Granville.—(Received January 23.) 

(No. 16. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Rome, January 17, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inform your Lordship that, in an interview I had with 
M. Mancini yesterday afternoon, his Excellency told me that he had received the day 
before from the Turkish Ambassador a copy of a telegram addressed to him (and he 
presumed also to the Turkish Ambassadors in Berlin, Vienna, and St. Petersburgh) by 
the Turkish Minister for Eoreign Affairs relative to the recent identic communication 
by England and Eranec to the Khedive. 

M. Mancini did not give mo a very minute description of the telegram to 
Musurus Bey, but I understood that after repeating a telegram addressed to the 
Sultan’s Ambassadors in London and Paris, for communication to Her Majesty’s 
Government and the Erench Government, in which the action of the two Govern¬ 
ments is described as uncalled for by present circumstances, and as an infringement 
of the sovereign rights of the Sultan, the Turkish Ambassador is instructed to elicit 
an expression of the views of the Italian Government upon this subject. 

M. Mancini stated that it was his intention to reply in due time to the Turkish 
communication, but that before doing so he should seek for more correct information 
than he now possessed as to the real situation in Egypt, the bearing and significance 
of the appointment of Araby Bey as Secretary to the Ministry of War, &c. 

His Excellency proceeded to say that what had created a feeling of anxiety in 
connection with the recent communication to the Egyptian Government was the fact 
of the Erench Government being associated in it; the impression, indeed, that it was 
thoy who had taken tho initiative in proposing it; and that Her Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment had only given a reluctant consont to it, in order not to break up tho general 
agreement between the two Powers with regard to the affairs of Egypt. 

Comparing this last communication with your Lordship’s despatch to 
Sir E. Malet of tho 4th November last, M. Mancini observed that it must be 
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acknowledged there was very little difference in their substance; but the despatch of 
the 4th November had given rise to no uneasiness, because there was general confi¬ 
dence in the peaceful and loyal policy of Her Majesty’s Government; but the same 
confluence was not felt in the policy of France, and the consequence was, that appre¬ 
hensions had been created by the identic communication of the 6th January, which 
had not been produced by the despatch of Her Majesty’s Government of the 
4th November. 

I replied that, although the French Government might possibly have taken the 
initiative in this matter, there had certainly, as far as I was aware, been no reluctance 
on the part of Her Majesty’s Government in agreeing to a proposal, the object of 
which was to strengthen and support the Khedive at a time when it appeared not 
unlikely His Highness might be placed in a position of difficulty. I was enabled to 
add, I said, that'thc policy of Her Majesty’s Government remained precisely the same 
as it had been described in your Lordship’s despatch of the 4th November to 
Sir E. Malet, that there was no change in the views of Her Majesty’s Government as 
to the position of the Sultan in regard to Egypt, and that there had been no question 
between Her Majesty’s Government and the French Government of granting any 
material support to the Khedive. 

M. Mancini stated that the policy of the Italian Government in regard to Egypt 
continued to be the same as he had made known to Her Majesty’s Government, and 
had described it to be in the Chamber. They adhered to the principles laid down in 
your Lordship’s despatch to Sir E. Malet of the 4th November, and so long as the 
present state of things continued to work they would respect it; but, in the event of 
there occurring any violent disruption, they would consider the Egyptian question as 
having assumed an European character, and themselves entitled to claim a participa¬ 
tion in its settlement. It would probably be in this sense, his Excellency added, 
that he should eventually reply to the Turkish communication, which he had just 
received. 

With reference to the latter part of the above statement I cannot help suspecting, 
though I am unable to state it as a fact, and your Lordship’s information from other 
quarters will correct me if I am mistaken, that an exchange of views in the sense 
indicated has already taken place between the Cabinets of Home, Vienna, and 
Constantinople. 

Apart the affairs of Assab, there certainly appear to be symptoms—exchange of 
decorations, &c.—which tend to the conclusion that the relations between the Italian 
Government and the Porte have increased in cordiality. 

That the Italian Government should seek for an understanding with Austria- 
Hungary in regard to the Egyptian question would only be in conformity with what is 
already known respecting the general principles of their more recent policy; and the 
visit to Vienna, where they received such marked attention, of the Sultan’s special 
Envoys on their return from Berlin, would appear to indicate the existence of a 
special motive, with which perhaps the Egyptian question may not bo entirely 
disconnected. 

As bearing indirectly on the same subject, viz., a closer intimacy between Rome, 
Vienna, and Constantinople, I have heard from the French Chargd d’Affaires that he 
has been particularly struck by the almost identity of words used by Count Kalnoky 
as reported by the French Ambassador in Vienna in speaking of the carrying out by 
Turkey of the conditions of the Greek frontier arrangement, and those used by 
M. Mancini in speaking to him (M. de Revcrsaux) on the same subject. 

M. Luchatel, according to M. de Revcrsaux, reports Count Kalnoky to have said 
that, “ La Gr6ce devrait se contenter et no pas soulever continuellement dcs questions 
et des difficulty;—que l’Europe en avait assez,” and M. de Revcrsaux asserts that 
M. Mancini made use of precisely the same words to him (“ textucllement les m6mes 
mots ”). 

I may mention also that the Turkish Ambassador here, who is not the most 
discreet or cautious of diplomatists, is, I am told, in the habit of expressing himself, 
especially since the last identic communication to the Khedive, in very boastful and 
triumphant language, to the effect, indeed, that the Sultan has allies on whom he can 
rely, and that in the end England and France will be thwarted. 

I think it also my duty to state that I have been informed that the ex-Khedive, 
Ismail, who continues to reside in Rome, has been very active, through his Agents, in 
the intrigues going on in Egypt, and that he has also found means for influencing the 
Sultan. He has, I am told, been sending considerable sums of money both to Con¬ 
stantinople and to Cairo, and very recently he said to a person in his intimacy, who 


repeated it to the French Charge d’Affaires, from whom I have it, that he was very- 
much satisfied with -the way things were going on in Egypt and Constantinople, and 
the turn his affairs were t akin g. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) A. PAGET. 


No. 97. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.-—(Received January 23.) 

(No. 25. Confidential.) 

My Lord, . Vienna, January 19, 1882. 

I HAVE frequently suspected my Italian colleague of endeavouring to move the 
Austrian Government to object to the exclusive action of England and France in the 
affairs of Egypt, and his language to me yesterday confirmed me in that impression; 
when speaking upon that subject, he observed that <c enfin vous avez reussi a nous 
mettre tous d’aecordthe “ tous ” being Italy and the three Empires. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HENRY ELLIOT. 


No. 98. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 23, noon.) 

(No. 27. Secret.) 

(Telegraphic.) _ Cairo, January 23, 1882, 9‘30 a.m. 

THE Khedive has learnt from his Agent at Constantinople that Prince Hassan 
and the wives of the ex-Khedive intend to come here, and nis Highness, fearing that 
they will intrigue against him and render the situation more difficult than it is, begs 
your Lordship to interfere to prevent their return. 

His Highness sent his Private Secretary with this message to me. I said I would 
transmit it, but that I did not see how your Lordship was to prevent it, the Prince 
and Princesses being on Italian territory. The Secretary replied that a word from 
your Lordship to the Porte would suffice. 

Clierif Pasha is, I know, much in favour of the return. The question has for 
some time caused some coldness between him and the Khedive. 


No. 99. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 23, 4*5 p.m.) 

(No. 28. Secret.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 23, 1882,1*40 p.m. 

MY telegram No. 27 of to-day. 

The Khedive has sent to me again to say what he would wish is that your Lord- 
ship and M. Gambetta should send identic instructions to me and my French colleague 
to inform Chdrif Pasha that he must prevent the Prince and the Princesses from, 
landing. The same message has been sent by His Highness to my French colleague. 

No'. 100. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 25.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office , January 24,1882,. 3T5 p.m:. 

SIR E. MALET’S telegrams 27 and 28 of yesterday, repeated to you 1 . 

Ask opinion of Frenoh Government on suggestion of Khedive reported in that 
latter telegram.' 
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No. 101. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—{Received January 24, 6‘40 p.h.) 

(No. 6.) 

(Telegraphic.) Paris, January 24,1882, 4 - 30 p.m. 

EGYPT: Your Lordsliip’s draft of a despatch, to Lord Dufferin in reply to the 
telegram of the Porte. 

I have read this draft to M. Gambetta, telling him that you proposed to send off 
the despatch the day after to-morrow. 

He lays great stress upon the fact that no copy of the Turkish telegram was left 
with him nor, as he believes, with the Governments of other Powers. 

If an answer is to be made at all by Prance and England, he would wish it to be 
identic. 

He concurs in your draft as far as it goes, but thinks a paragraph should be added 
giving a more detailed answer to the assertion that there was nothing in the internal 
state of Egypt which could justify the dual Declaration. 

He suggests that such a paragraph should point out, first, that the authority of 
the Khedive as established by the Pirmans accepted by the Powers had been modified 
and diminished; second, that the Chamber of Notables had claimed the right to 
interfere with matters expressly excluded from its jurisdiction by the Khedive’s 
Decree; third, that the Chamber was setting at naught arrangements to which Egypt 
was hound by international engagements with Prance and England. He would have 
the paragraph so worded as not to imply any admission of the right of the Porte to 
interfere in these matters. 

I asked him whether some of the things he mentioned had not happened since 
the date of the dual Declaration. He answered, since it was drawn up, but not since 
it was delivered. 

He says that his last accounts from Egypt indicate a slight improvement, and he 
thinks that, perhaps, if Prance and England are firm, a crisis may yet he avoided. 


No. 102. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 8 G. Extender.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 24, 1882. 

Silt E. MALET’S telegrams of yesterday referring to the information received 
by the Khedive from his Agent at Constantinople, that Prince Hassan and the 
ex-Khedive’s wives intended to go to Egypt, and the desire expressed by the Khedive 
for the good offices of the English and Prench Governments to prevent such a pro¬ 
ceeding have already been repeated to your Excellency, and I have to request that 
your Excellency will ask the opinion of the Prench Government on the suggestion of 
the Khedive, referred to in the second of Sir E. Malet’s telegrams, that an intimation 
from the English and Prench Governments should he conveyed to Clierif Pasha by 
Sir E. Malet and his Prench colleague, that he must prevent the Prince and Princesses 
from landing. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 103. 

E Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 88 .) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 24, 1882. 

THE Prench Ambassador called upon mo this afternoon, by appointment, and 
asked me what were the latest reports which had reached us from Egypt. He said 
that the last telegrams received by his Government were to the effect that the demand 
put forward by the Chamber of Notables to a Control over the Budget was merely a 
pretext, and that the real object of their policy was to weaken the Anglo-Prencli 
Control. 

I read to M. Challemel-Lacour Sir E. Malet’s telegram No. 25 of the day before 
yesterday, asking for authority to recommend to the Egypti»» Ministry a proposal, 
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unofficially made by the President of the Chamber, which would have the effect of 
according to Delegates from the Chamber the right to co-operate with Ministers in 
examining and voting the Budget. I said that I expected to see Mr. Gladstone on his 
arrival in town, and would let his Excellency know what conclusion we came to on the 
subject. 

^ I then read to M. Challemel-Lacour the telegrams received to-day from Sir E. 
Malet on the subject of the proposed visit of Prince Hassan and the ex-Khedive’s 
wives to Egypt. 

M. Challemel-Lacour said that his Government had received a similar message, 
and that M. Gambetta had at once telegraphed to the Prench Agent at Cairo, desiring 
him to press the Khedive strongly to object to the visit. ° 

I said I thought that this would he preaching to one who was already converted, 
and that it was to Clierif Pasha that pressure, if used at all, should be applied. 

M. Challemel-Lacour said that he felt sure that, if we determined to send an 
instruction to Sir E. Malet to that effect, his Government would he ready to instruct 
M. Sienkiewicz in the same sense. 

I then told his Excellency that I had sent to you the draft of a despatch which I 
proposed to address to Lord Dufferin as a reply to the communication from the Porte 
on the subject of the Anglo-Prencli Declaration to the Khedive. I had requested you 
to show the draft to M. Gambetta, and to ascertain whether he concurred in its 
terms. 

Your Excellency had, however, I said, abstained from attempting to see 
M. Gambetta at this moment, feeling that he must he fully preoccupied with other 
matters. 

M. Challemel-Lacour said that he quite understood your Excellency’s discretion, 
but that he believed M. Gambetta would be able to give attention to the draft; and 
be promised to forward it to him this evening if I would give him a copy for the 
purpose, which I agreed to do. 

_ M. Challemel-Lacour told me, in answer to an observation which I had made 
during our last conversation as to the importance of the union of the two Governments, 
that M. Gambetta shared that view to the fullest extent; and he went on to say, as a 
personal opinion, and one on which he had, of course, received no instructions, that, 
though M. Gambetta’s position was uncertain, and he might, by the end of the week, 
have resigned office, it was his (M. Challemel-Lacour’s) conviction that, whoever 
M. Gambetta’s successor in that case might he, the Prench Government would not only 
agree in what had hitherto been done, hut would continue to act on the same policy. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 104. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 25.) 

(No. 28.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 17, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith to your Lordship a note which has 
been addressed in duplicate to my Prench colleague and me by the Controllers-General, 
Sir Auckland Colvin and M. de Bligni^res, on the subject of the demand of the 
Chamber to vote the Budget. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 104. 

Sir A. Colvin and M. de Blignieres to Sir E. Malet and M. de Sienkiewicz. 

Le Caire, ce 17 Janvier, 1882. 

LE Decret du 18 Novembre, 1876, rdgle la procedure du Budget et determine 
quellcs autoritds doivont intervenir tant pour le preparer que pour le voter. 

Aux termes de 1’Article 10 de ce Decret le Budget est prepare par le Ministre 
des Pinances et les deux Controleurs-Gendraux. Le Conseil des Ministres, apr&s l’avoir 
discute do concert avec les Contrdleurs, le souinet a l’approbation du Kh 6 dive; il n’est. 
fait aucune mention de la Chambre des Notables, qui, cependant, existait d 6 ia. 
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Le Contrftle fut supprime lors de la Constitution du Minispre Mixte, mais par 
une note officiclle adressde le 31 Mars, 1879, aux Agents d’Angleterre et de France le 
Gouvernement Egypticn s’est engagd, au cas ou il modifierait 1 organisation des 
Ministers des Finances et des Travaux Publics a rdtablir le Contr61e dans les conditions 

du Ddcret du 18 Novembre, 1876. , 

Par Decret du 4 Septembre, 1879, le Contrdle a etc retabli. Puis le Gouvernement 
avant voulu modifier les attributions des Controlcurs, il reconnut lui-meme, ce qui 
du reste etait de toute evidence, qu’il ne pouvait le faire quavec lassentiment des 
Gouvernements Anglais et Francais. Cet assentiment fut donne et est mentionne 
dans le Decret du 16 Novembre, 1879. A cette epoque les deux Gouvernements se 
sont memo reserves la faculte de revenir sur le consentement quils donnaient, et ont 
expressement stipule “la possibility d’un retour eventuel aux dispositions contenues 
dans le Decret du 18 Novembre, 1876, relativement aux attributions des Controleuis- 

(Note des Agents de France et de la Grande Bretagne en date du 15 Novembre, 
1879) 

Auiourd’hui la Cliambre des Delegucs demande a etre substituec au Conseil des 
Ministres dans le droit de voter le Budget. C’est lit assurement ime nouvelle modifi¬ 
cation aux regies tracecs par le Decret du 18 Novembre, 1876. Si le Gouvernement 
acc^dait a la proposition de la Cliambre, les Contrdleurs-Generaux, exerqant leur dioit 
intervention dans la discussion du Budget, no se trouveraient plus en presence de 
Ministres responsables, mais d’une Cliambre irresponsablo. 

Une innovation aussi grave ne peut etre mtroduite sans lassentiment des 

Gouvernements Anglais et Frangais. ,. , 0 

Y a-t-il lieu, dans les circonstances actuelles, de donner cet assentiment r 

Auiourd’hui, la direction des affaires est confute a des Ministresi auprfcs desquels 
les Contr61eurs-Gdneraux jouent le r61e de Conseillcrs Financiers; il s agit mamtenant 
de substituer la Cliambre au Conseil des Ministres. 

Le pouvoir des Contrdleurs-Gcneraux n’a pas d’autre sanction quo le dioit de 

, 1 i _nrlmimcfvnirnn. nroiL RILl(!tlCC VIS" 



irresDonsable. x* muurauj ox ™ ■- - , 

Cliambre, ou modifier le DScret des attributions des Contr61curs-Generaux, ou suppnmer 

L’intervention de la Cliambre dans la direction des affaires serait d autant plus 
crave que son inexperience est incontestable, quelle est certamemcnt disposee h, 
yiiminer tout element Europyen de radministration du pays et quelle 6met la 
prytention d’intervenir dans tons les details de l’Admmistration File reyendique 
Article 9 de son Proiet de R6glement) le droit de controle sur tous les fonctionnaires 
publics. Elle demande (Article 35) quo tout Traite, contrat, ou engagement que le 
Gouvernement vent contractor avec des tiers no devienne defimtif et executoire qu apr^s 
avoir ete vote par elle, a l’exception des contrats et adjudications relatifs a des tiavaux 
dont le ci-ydit est pr6vu par le Budget de l’annee correspondante. 

Il est liors de doute que l’on vise par la tous les contrats avec les fonctionnaires 

Europyens et toutes les concessions h des etrangers. % . ni , , 

Au surplus, le Uyglemcnt propose par le Gouvernement permet a la Chambie de 
prouver son aptitude a exercer les droits qu'cllo reclame. Elio peat dmettro ses ayis 
sur le Budget, s’opposer a tout ytablissement d’imp6t nouveau, prendre part a la 
preparation^de toutes les mesures d’intyret gyndral. Si l’usage qu’elle fera de ces 
droits prouve qu’on peut sans danger ytondre ses pouvoirs, les Controleuis-Cenciaux 
reconnaissent qu’il pouiva y avoir lieu de modifier en ce sens les Conventions actuelles. 

Us n’estiment pas quo le moment soit venu. ^ COLVIN 

’ ^ lgn a. DE bligniEues. 


No. 105. 


Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January 25.) 


(No. 56 Extender.) PaWs , Janmr y 24,1882. 

^ THIS afternoon, in pursuance of the instruction conveyed to mo by your 
Lordship’s despatch No. 81, Confidential, of the 21st instant, I read to M. Gambctta 
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the draft which you inclosed of a despatch to be addressed to the Earl of Dufferin in 
answer to the telegram from the Porte respecting the recent declaration of England 
and France to the Khedive of Egypt. I mentioned at the same time to M. Gambetta 
that your Lordship proposed to send the despatch off to Constantinople by the 
messenger leaving London the day after to-morrow. 

M. Gambetta dwelt for some time upon the fact that the Ottoman Ambassador 
here had declined to leave a copy of the telegram with him, and that, so far as he 
"knew, copies had not been given to the other Continental Governments. 

This being the case, it remained, in his opinion, perfectly optional to make, or 
not to make, an answer to it. 

If, however, any answer at all were to be made by France and England, 
M. Gambetta certainly wished that their declarations to Egypt having been identic, 
their answers to the Porte should also be identic. 

So far as it went, he said, he entirely concurred in your Lordship’s draft, but he 
thought that it would be well to add to it a paragraph giving a more detailed answer 
to the assertion of the Porte, that there was nothing in the internal state of Egypt 
which justified the steps taken by France and England. It might, he conceived, be 
pointed out in such a paragraph—first, that the authority of the Khedive, as established 
by Firmans communicated to the Powers, had been modified and diminished; 
secondly, that the Chamber of Notables had arrogated to itself the right of interfering 
with matters expressly excepted from its jurisdiction by the Khedive’s Decree; 
thirdly, that the Chamber had. aimed at setting aside arrangements to which Egypt 
was bound by international engagements with England and France. It would, 
however, M. Gambetta thought, be necessary that the paragraph should be carefully 
worded, so as to make it clear that it did not imply any admission of a right, on the 
part of the Porte, to interfere in such matters. 

I asked his Excellency whether some of these things had not taken place in Egypt 
since the date of the Anglo-French Declaration. He answered, “ Since the declaration 
was drawn up in Paris, perhaps, but not since it was delivered at Cairo.” 

At the end of the conversation M. Gambetta told me that his last accounts from 
Egypt indicated some improvement, and that it seemed to him possible that, if 
England and France presented a firm front, a crisis might yet be avoided. 

I have already forwarded the substance of this despatch to your Lordship by 
telegraph. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 106. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 25, noon.) 

(No. 29.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 25, 1882,11 A.M. 

THE Council of Ministers has finished the consideration of the Counter-project of 
Organic Law, and returns an amended Law to the Chamber. The Ministry has made 
some concessions, but maintains its ground on the most important points. The 
Article respecting the vote of the Budget will probably be reserved for further 
negotiation. 


No. 107. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January 25, 7’15 P.M.) 

(No. 7.) 

(Telegraphic.) Paris , January 2o, 1882, 5‘15 p.m. 

YOUR, telegram No. 25 of yesterday. 

M. Gambetta considers that the return of Prince Hassan to Egypt would be 
extremely objectionable, and he has already telegraphed to the French Agent at Cairo 
to recommend Cherif Pasha to prevent the Prince’s landing. 

M. Gambetta did not appear to have heard anything about the ex-Khedive’s 
wives. 
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No. 108. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

Mv Lord Foreign Office, January 26,1882. 

THE French Ambassador told me yesterday evening that M. Gambetta had 
written to him expressing his opinion that it was desirable, in view of the proba e 
crisis in Egypt, that the English and French Governments should come to an 

understanding as to the course which they should pursue. _ . , 

M. Gambetta, it appeared, had not in his letter given his opinion as to what steps 
should be taken, but he was desirous to know the views of Her Majesty s Government. 
.Any Turkish intervention was, in M. Gambetta’s opinion the worst possible solution. 
M. Gambetta’s attention had been called to a plan which had appeared m the press of 

calling in the co-operation of Europe. , . , . ^ » 

a M. Gambetta remarked that the position of England in Egypt, in consequence of 
her Indian possessions, was unique. That of France, owing . to her bemg a great 
■African Power, and to other circumstances, was of the greatest importance. 

Besides this normal position of the two Powers, arrangements had been enteiec 
into by Egypt which had been acquiesced in by the European Powers generally. 

It would, in M. Gambetta’s opinion, be most disadvantageous to Egypt and 

to the two Powers that these arrangements should be in any way weakened. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 109. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 25,1882. 

THE claim of the Egyptian Chamber of Notables to the control of the Budget, as 
reported in Sir E. Malet’s telegrams Nos. 10 and 11 of the 10th and 13th instant, 
which have been communicated to your Excellency, appears to involve a serious inter¬ 
ference with the provisions of the Law of Liquidation to which all the Powers were 
parties. By that Law special guarantees were afforded for the service of the Egyptian 

debts. , . .ii 

The revenues assigned for the purpose were, under their mam heads:— 

(a.) The taxes collected in four of the provinces; 

(6.) Railways, Telegraphs, and the Port of Alexandria; 

(c.) Customs; 

(d.) Other smaller revenues ; 
amounting in round figures to about 4,400,000Z. 

Moreover, an arrangement was elaborated for. securing the due payment ot the 
revenues proceeding from the lands formerly belonging to the Khedive and affected to 
the Daira-Sanieh Loan. 

But beyond these special arrangements, the Law created a charge upon all the 
revenues of Egypt, as a general guarantee for the loans, and a particular charge upon 
the non-assigned revenues was created to insure a sinking fund the great Unified 

It may be added that the Rothschild Loan, though not specially dealt with by the 
Law of Liquidation, being secured on lands belonging to the late Viceroy’s family, 
enjoys a similar general charge on the revenues, and a special charge on the revenues 
of one of the provinces, which latter assignment is recognized by the Law in 
question. 

It will thus appear that if the pretension of the Notables be conceded to inter¬ 
fere with the non-assigned portion of the revenues, an interference of a serious 
character will be established contrary to the provisions of the Law of Liquidation 
and the interests of the bondholders. 

Upon the question of expenditure, it would also appear that there are grave 
objections to admitting the authority of the Notables. For instance, the expenses of the 
Customs, Railways, Telegraphs, Port of Alexandria, as well as those attending the 
collection of taxes in the assigned provinces, would in such case come under their 
control, and thus these Administrations, the revenues of which arc hypothecated to the 
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service of the debts, would be made subject to a body with interests and tendencies not 
necessarily the most favourable to their development and efficiency. 

Other questions also dealt with in the Law of Liquidation, the expenses con¬ 
nected with which would be outside the assigned revenues, would be affected by the 
proposed transfer of authority. Among these are:— 

1 . The tribute to the Porte, any interference with which would no doubt give 
rise to protests from the holders of the Turkish loans secured on the tribute, and in 
which France and England, as joint guarantors of the Turkish Loan of 1855, have a 
very direct interest. 

2 . The annuity to Halim Pasha. 

3. Interest on the Suez Canal shares. 

A s regards the effect of the proposed innovation on administration generally, and 
especially on those posts held by Europeans, the result might not improbably be very 
unfortunate. 

The .Chamber has had as yet no experience to fit it for administrative supervision. 
The first impulse would be no doubt in favour of economy and of a greater employ¬ 
ment of native officials. 

A certain number of European employes are no doubt secured by special arrange¬ 
ments or contracts of a more or less durable character, but a good many posts of 
importance, not as to Egyptian, but also to foreign interests, and now occupied 
by Europeans, might, and probably would, fall into incompetent if not dishonest 
hands. 

It seems clear, therefore, that the claim of the Notables, in the form in which it is 
presented, is unacceptable, if not impracticable. Even if England were to acquiesce, it 
is scarcely likely that it would receive the assent of all the other thirteen Powers who 
were parties to the International Law of Liquidation, each of whom would be at liberty 
to object. 

At tbe same time, it would be consistent with the desire which Her Majesty’s 
Government and that of France entertain to encourage the judicious development of 
the institutions of Egypt, and for this purpose, as well as for the practical advantage 
that would be derived from it, it would seem advisable, and probably would not be 
difficult, to find matters confined to the expenditure side of the Budget in which the 
local knowledge of the Notables could be profitably employed. 

The following occur as possible subjects:— 

1. The appointment of the annual amount which the Ministers (advised by the 
Controllers) may be able to assign to public works. 

2 . Irrigation and provision for the maintenance and development of the Canal and 
security of the Nile embankments. 

3. The assessment and distribution of the 150,000/. a-year appropriated by the 
Law of Liquidation as compensation to the land-owners who had paid the Moukabalah, 
or commuted land tax, but whose privilege was annulled by the Law in question. 

4. The revenues of the Wakfs, or Religious Corporations—though these do not 
form part of the State revenues. 

5. The Estimates for the army within the limits—both as regards the number of 
troops and the total expenditure—submitted to their examination by the Ministry and 
the Control. 

6 . Local administration generally, so far as it does not interfere with taxation or 
international obligations. 

7. Education. 

8 . Police. 

The limitation with regard to the Army Estimates stated above would of course 
apply generally to the discussion of all other portions of the Budget submitted to the 
Chamber. 

Under such conditions as above described, a scheme might perhaps be devised for 
taking advantage of the services of the Notables without endangering the recent 
reforms; and Her Majesty’s Government would be glad to know the views of the 
French Government on this subject. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 
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No. 110. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons . 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 25,1882. 

HER Majesty’s Government have received with great interest the account of 
your conversation with M. Gambetta, reported in your Excellency’s telegram No. 6 
and despatch No. 56 of the 24th instant. 

They think it would he desirable that an answer should be returned to the 
communication received from the Porte respecting the Anglo-Erench Declaration 
to the Khedive, and they agree with M. Gambetta, that the reply of the two Govern¬ 
ments should be similar in substance— 

1. Because, if the communication is left unanswered, the silence of the English 
and French Governments may give rise to misconstruction in various ways, and 
it may be supposed that some of the objections raised by the Porte are difficult 
of reply. 

2. Because the incident offers a good opportunity for giving evidence ot agree¬ 
ment between the two Governments, and community of views. 

Her Majesty’s Government have added to the instruction to Lord Dufferin a 
paragraph in the sense indicated by M. Gambetta, but they doubt the advisability 
of inserting specific charges against the Chamber of Notables founded on circum¬ 
stances which occurred after the joint Declaration was drawn up, though before it was 
actually delivered. 

I inclose a copy of the draft as amended, which I propose to send to Lord 
Dufferin to-morrow, with an intimation that he will receive instructions by telegraph 
with regard to its communication to the Porte. 

I shall be obliged by your Excellency’s showing the draft to M. Gambetta with 
this explanation. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 111. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 18.) „ K 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, January 26, 1882, 6T5 P.M. 

WITH reference to Lord Lyons’ telegram No. 7 of yesterday, you may join your 
French colleague in a recommendation as to Prince Hassan. 


■ 
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No. 112. 

Earl Granville to the Earl of Dufferin. 

(No. 42.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 26, 1882. 

I INCLOSE, for your Excellency’s information, a copy of a telegraphic despatch 
from the Turkish Minister for Foreign Affairs, which was communicated to me on the 
14th instant by Musurus Pasha, asking for explanations and assurances in regard to the 
identic communication recently made by the English and French Agents in Egypt to the 
Khedive.* 

The despatch, after referring to the Porte’s relations with Egypt, states that 
there was nothing in the internal circumstances of that country to justify the step taken 
by France and England, and maintains that, if any such communication had been 
necessary, it should have been transmitted through the channel of the Porte, and that 
the mode in which it was made constituted an infraction of the Sultan’s sovereign rights 
over Egypt. . . 

Her Majesty’s Government cannot admit the justice of the objections raised by 
Assim Pasha to the course taken by them in conjunction with France, cither as regards 
the manner in which the Declaration was forwarded, or as to the extent to which their 
action was called for by the situation of affairs in Egypt. 

As your Excellency is aware, I gave a copy of the Declaration to Musurus Pasha on 

* No. 52. 


the day after it was made, and the English and French Governments intend to present 
it formally, through your Excellency, to the Porte. I explained to Musurus Pasha at 
the time that it did not imply any doubt on the part of Her Majesty’s Government as to 
the sovereignty of the Sultan over Egypt. 

The policy of Her Majesty’s Government has undergone no change since the date 
of my despatch to Sir E. Malet of the 4th November, and they are as anxious as they 
were then for the progress and well-being of Egypt, for the continuance of the 
sovereignty of the Porte over it, and for the maintenance of the liberties and adminis¬ 
trative independence secured to it by the Sultan’s Firmans. 

They desire to promote the financial and material improvement of the country, and 
the introduction of necessary reforms in the various branches of the Administration; but 
they have no ambitious designs, and no wish to secure for themselves an exclusive 
influence, nor would they willingly see such an influence in the hands of any other single 
Power. They have every reason to believe that the Government of France holds similar 
views, and is equally free from any designs of self-aggrandizement. 

But Her Majesty’s Government cannot be indifferent to events which might plunge 
Egypt into anarchy, and destroy the results of the efforts which have been successfully 
made during the last few years to improve the condition of the country, and it was with 
a view of warding off such a catastrophe that they thought it advisable, in conjunction 
with the French Government, to forward, through their respective Agents, a Declaration 
which should have the effect of showing the complete accord of the two Governments in 
carrying out the policy which I have described. 

The course of events in Egypt during the last few months tended to show that the 
recent movement, though it may have beneficial effects if kept within proper limits, 
might, if pushed too far, lead to a limitation of the Khedive’s authority, as existing in 
virtue of the Firmans granted by the Sultans and communicated to the Powers, and 
might also result in an interference with those international arrangements in which 
England and France are primarily interested by reason of their situation and specially 
interested in virtue of the Decrees of the Khedive, negotiated by and with them alone, 
by which they were invited to reorganize the administration of the finances in Egypt, 
but to which the other Powers of Europe have also become parties. 

Proposals have been made, even before the dual note was presented, which proved 
that there were grounds for this apprehension. 

The form adopted for the communication was not a new one; and, as I have already 
pointed out to Musurus Pasha on a former occasion, similar Declarations have been made, 
on special occasions, to the present Khedive and his predecessor without calling forth any 
remonstrance from the Porte. 

In the present instance, a direct communication to the Khedive from the two Govern¬ 
ments which have taken a leading part in the reorganization of the finances of Egypt 
appeared to be the course best suited to meet the object in view, and the opening words 
of it, which declare that “the two Governments consider the maintenance of His 
Highness on the throne on the terms laid down by the Sultan’s Firmans, and officially 
recognized by the two Governments, as alone able to guarantee, for the present and the 
future, good order and general prosperity in Egypt,” ought to be considered by the Porte 
as sufficient evidence that there was no intention on the part of England or France to 
ignore or usurp the Sultan’s sovereign rights. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 113. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 22.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 26,1882. 

I HAVE received your despatch No. 23 of the 16th instant relative to the state 
of feeling in Egypt with regard to the Anglo-French Declaration, and I approve of 
your having informed Chdrif Pasha that, if he would state the points on which he 
wished for explanations. Her Majesty’s Government would consult as to sending them ; 
and of your having requested his Excellency to delay giving any reply to the note until 
explanations arrived. 

With reference, however, to the Router’s telegram to which you refer as having- 
produced a calming effect on public opinion in Egypt, I should wish, in order to avoid, 
any misapprehension, to point out that the statement made in that telegram, that yoa. 









had l)66ii instructed to give explanations to Clierif Pasha as to the character of the 
note, was quite inaccurate. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 115. 

Earl Granville to the Earl of Dufferin. 

(No. 13.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 26,1882. 

I HAVE to request your Excellency not to take any action upon my despatch 
No. 42 of this day’s date in regard to the dual note to the Khedive until you are 
authorized to do so by telegraph. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 116. 

Sir A. Paget to Earl Granville.—(Received January 27.) 

E 

(No. 23. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Rome, January 24, 1882. 

WITH reference to part of my despatch No. 16, Confidential, of the 17th instant, 
I think it right to inform your Lordship that I have heard further particulars, which 
confirm the intelligence which had previously been given me respecting the intrigues 
of the ex-Khedive Ismail in Egypt, and leave little doubt that His Highness is 
encouraging and assisting the National party, and, in short, that Araby Bey is in 
his pay. 

If I am correctly informed, Ismail Pasha professes not to expect to derive any 
personal benefit from the confusion which would result from the subversion of his son 
Tewfik—that is to say, lie does not think that he himself would have any chance of 
being reinstated in the Government of Egypt; but he has the most unbounded 
resentment against Tewfik, and will do everything that lays in his power to create 
difficulties for him. He would be quite satisfied, it is said, with Prince Halim reaping 
the succession. His irritation against Tewfik has recently been increased owing to 
the absolute refusal given by His Highness to an application of his (Ismail’s) mother 
to allow her son to return to Egypt, to which Tewfik replied that, so long as he 
remained Khedive, Ismail should never put his foot in Egypt again. 

As regards the relations of Ismail with the National party and Araby Bey, I am 
informed that a person in nis Highness’ employment, and who has his entire confi¬ 
dence, let drop, in an unguarded moment, the following observation, after a very 
convivial dinner with an intimate acquaintance with whom he was talking over the 
present state of affairs and the possible future of Egypt, “ Ah, ce diable d’Araby, il 
nous cofite assez cher!” 

Upon this remark being taken up by his friend, the person who made it 
endeavoured to explain it away, but he did not succeed in destroying the first impres¬ 
sion, which is summed up in the old proverb—“ In vino veritas.” 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) A. PAGET. 


No. 117. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January 27.) 

(No. 60. Extender.) 

My Lord, Paris, January 25, 1882. 

THIS afternoon, in obedience to a telegraphic instruction (No 25) which I had the 
honour to receivo from your Lordship last evening, I mentioned to M. Gambetta that 
your Lordship had received a telegram from Sir Edward Malet, reporting that the 
Khedive had sent to him and to his Ercncli colleague a message to the effect that His 
Highness would be glad that they should be instructed to represent to Clierif Pasha 
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that it would be advisable to prevent the landing in Egypt of Prince Hassan, and of the 
wives of the ex-Khedive Ismail. And I went on to say that your Lordship had 
directed me to ask what was his Excellency’s opinion on the subject. 

. -M-* Gambetta answered that he did not recollect that in the telegram received by 
him anything had been said about the wives of the ex-Khedive, but he added that he 
had already sent instructions to M. Sienkiewicz, by telegraph, to recommend Clierif 
Pasha to prevent the landing of Prince Hassan. 

M. Gambetta proceeded to observe that he thought that the presence of Prince 
Hassan in Egypt would give rise to all kinds of intrigue, and ivould be on all accounts 
extremely objectionable. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 118. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—{Received January 27, 11 P.M.) 

(No. 30.) J ’ ' 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, January 27, 1882, 5 r.M. 

MY French colleague and I have to-day given to Clierif Pasha a Memorandum 
signed by us both, on the subject of the demand by the Chamber to vote the Budget. 

It begins with the first four paragraphs of the note of the Controllers-General to 
us of the 17th instant, copy of which was inclosed in my despatch No. 28 of the same 
date:— 

“Le Ddcret du 18 Novcmbre, 1876, regie la procedure du Budget et determine 
quellcs autorites doivent intervenir tant pour le preparer quo pour le voter. 

“ Aux termes de 1’Article 10 do cc Decret le Budget est prepare par le Ministre 
des Finances, et les deux Controlcurs-Generaux. Le Conseil des Ministrcs, apr&s 
l’avoir discute de concert avee les ContrOlcurs, le soumet a l’approbation du Khedive ; 
deA CS ^ aucune men ^ on de la Chambrc des Notables, qui cependant existait 

“ E° Controle fut supprime lors do la Constitution du Ministbre Mixtc, mais par 
une note officielle, adressee, le 31 Mars, 1879, aux Agents d’Angleterre et de France, 
le Gouvcrnoment Egyptien s’est engage, au cas oil il modifierait l’organisation des 
Ministches des Finances et des Travaux Publics, a retablir le ContrOle dans les conditions 
du Decret du 18 Novcmbre, 1876. 

“ Ear Decret du 4 Septombre, 1879, le ContrOle a 6te retabli. Puis le Gouverne- 
ment, ayant voulu modifier les attributions des Contrdlcurs, il rcconnut lui-mcme ce 
qui, du reste, 6tait de touto evidence, qu’il no pouvait le faire qu’avec l’assentiment des 
Gouvernemcnts Anglais et Frangais. Cet assentiment fut donne, et est montionnd 
dans le Ddcret du 19 Novcmbre, 1879. A cette epoque les deux Gouvernements se 
sont memo reserves la faculte de revenir sur le consentement qu’ils donnaient, et ont 
expressement stipule ‘ la possibilite d’un rctour eventucl aux dispositions contenues 
dans le Decret du 18 Novcmbre, 1876, relativcmcnt aux attributions des Contr61eurs- 
Gdndraux. (Note des Agents de Franco et de la Grande Bretagne, cn date du 
19 Novembre, 1879.)” 

It proceeds and ends as follows:—“ Tho Chamber of Delegates now asks to 
co-operate in a certain measure in the examination and vote of the Budget. 

“ So serious an innovation cannot bo introduced without the consent of the 
English and French Governments. 

“ In case the Government of the Khedive considers fit to open negotiations with 
a view to obtain any modifications of the existing system, tho Agents of France and 
Great Britain would bo disposed to transmit its propositions to their respective Govern¬ 
ments. They consider, however, that a negotiation of this nature would be on the 
understanding (“ supposerait ”) of a complete agreement between the Ministry and the 
Chamber on all the other points of the Organic Law of the Chamber.” 
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No. 119. 

Earl Granville to Sir A. Paget. 

gj r ^ Foreign Office, January 27,1882. 

I APPROVE the language which your Excellency held to M. Mancini on the 
16th instant relative to the Egyptian question, as reported in your despatch No. 16, 
Confidential, of the 17th instant. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 120. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—{Received January 28, 6 r.H.) 

(Telegraphic.) Paris, January 28,1882, 3 45 p.m. 

EGYPT : I have given M. Gamhetta the amended draft of answer to the lurlusn. 
protest, and moreover a Memorandum respecting the attributions of the Chamber of 
Notables in the terms of your despatch No. 95 of the 25th instant. 

I will report his observations on both by post this evening. 


No. 121. 


Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—{Received January 29.) 

My Lor'd, Paris, January 28, 1882. 

EARLY this morning I left, for M. Gamhetta, at the Erencli Eoreign Office, a 
Memorandum in the terms of your Lordship’s despatch No. 95 of the 25th instant, 
respecting the attributions of the Chamber of Notables at Cairo. 

M. Gamhetta did not seem unwilling to assign to the Chamber a control over 
some of the matters mentioned; but, on the other hand, there were, he said, some 
among them which struck him as involving very dangerous consequences. 

First of these he would mention No. 5, the Estimates for the army; and, second, 


Me thought also that No. 4, the revenues of the Walcfs, or Religious Corpora¬ 
tions, might cause difficulties, as there were, he believed, ancient foundations with 

which neither the State nor the Chamber had any right to interfere. 

M. Gamhetta begged me to inform your Lordship that he entertained serious 
doubts respecting some parts of the Memorandum, and that lie would shortly 
communicate to you his views on the subject in writing. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


p.S.—The Memorandum I placed in M. Gamhotta’s hands had no number, date, 
nor signature, and in the first paragraph the words, “ as reported in Sir E. Malet s 
teleo'rams Nos. 10 and 14 of the 10th and 15th instant, which have been communi¬ 
cated to your Excellency,” were omitted. In other respects it was an exact transcript 
of your Lordship’s despatch. 


No. 122. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 30.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 21,1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith translations and a precis of tivo articles 
from the Arabic papers “ El Moufid ” and “ El Tail ” on the dual note presented on 

the 7tli instant. . 

The object of both these articles is to weaken the apprehension ot intervention on 
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No. 121 a. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—{Received January 30.) 

(No. 21. Extender.) 

My Lord, Vienna, January 18,1882. 

LEARN from Count Kalnoky that the Turkish Ambassador has communicateo 
to him, by the desire of his Government, a telegram transmitting the remarks which 
their Ambassadors in London and Paris had been directed to make upon the note 
addressed to the Khedive of Egypt. 

His Excellency said that he had received it without expressing any opinion, and that 
he would concert with the German Government as to the notice to be taken of it, but 
the impression made upon me by his language, although he did not plainly say so, 
was that lie considered the Sultan to have some grounds for complaining of such a. 
communication being made to the Khedive without reference to him . 

I suggested to Count Kalnoky that if it was thought necessary to return some 
repiy to the communication made to him by Edhem Pasha, he should intimate to the 
Porto that as the action of the two Governments had been dictated only by a wish to 
maintain the existing arrangements in Egypt he hoped that the result aimed at might 
be attained. ° 

His Excellency assured me of his anxiety to avoid going counter in any way to 
the wishes of England and Prance, whose superior interests in Egypt he was quite 
willing to admit, but at the same time, lie was bound to see that the right of Austria 
to have a voice in the affairs of that country was not set aside. 

I replied that I had no doubt that lie would have been consulted if it had been 
proposed to alter existing arrangements, but as the object was on the contrary to 
maintain them, it was only natural that the Powers most interested in the matter 
should have put themselves forward for their support. 

Count Kalnoky observed that he was quite unacquainted with the circumstances 
which had made the two Governments think it necessary to take the step in question, 
which appeared to him to be one which might place them in a position of great 
embarrassment, for if after making such a communication they found the position of 
the Khedive seriously threatened, or if Ilis Highness appealed to the Sultan for 
assistance, which His Majesty was willing to give, he scarcely saw what they 
could do. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HENRY ELLIOT. 


No. 121 b. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received January 30.) 

E 

(No. 32. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Vienna, January 25, 1882. 

THE Prencli Ambassador has mentioned to me that he had thought it his duty 
to warn his Government that, if they had any thought of concerting with Her 
Majesty’s Government with respect to a change in the actual status quo in Egypt, they 
would run much risk of finding the other four Governments arrayed with Turkey 
against them. , 

Count DucluUel added his conviction that material assistance given to the 
Khedivo by England and Prance alone would not be seen with indifference by the 
other Governments, and in this my opinion coincides with his; but I told my 
colleague that Lord Dufferin had been instructed to assure the Porte that the com¬ 
munication to the Khedive was not to be understood as an engagement on the part of 
Her Majesty’s Government to afford him material aid. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HENRY ELLIOT. 


[346] 
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tlie part of England and Erance by endeavouring to show that it would not he per¬ 
mitted hy the other Powers. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 122. 

Prtfcis of an Article from “El Moufid ” of January 16, 1882. 

WE wish to ask England and Erance the reasons which urged them to send the 
collective note at a moment of universal tranquillity. 

Their motives were these:— 

1. They saw that the opening of the Chamber aimed at liberty for our country 
and an amelioration of our position hy watching our rights, which are being usurped 
hy others. This is entirely contrary to their ideas. Therefore they sent us this note 
on pretence that we are not ready for full liberty, and they will try all devices to 
dissolve the Chamber and reduce us to the condition in which we were before. They 
will also find means of increasing the number of European employes, under pretext 
of doing us good. 

2. These two Powers noticed the harmony that exists betwen the Porte, 
Germany (their great enemy), Austria, and others, and thought that it might he 
prejudicial to their interests in Egypt. 

We have further learnt from a foreigner living in Cairo, and well versed in 
politics, that Erance, seeing the harmony between Germany and the Porte, perceived 
in it danger to her action in Tunis. If Germany, Austria, Italy, and Spain were to 
stir up difficulties for Erance, England would seize the opportunity to enter Egypt. It 
is for this reason that Erance has done her utmost to gain England’s co-operation 
in sending the dual note. She knows very well that this note will not be 
accepted by the other Powers, who will take Egypt under their protection, and 
with this guarantee against England’s aggression Erance will have her hands free in 
Tunis. 

We wish England and Erance would ho good enough to leave us in peace to look 
after our own affairs, which we should do in justice and within proper limits, having 
learnt a lesson hy past events. 

We have every confidence in all the Powers, and we hope that, through their 
assistance, Egypt will run no risk in refusing to accept the collective note. At least, 
we trust in God to protect us from all the miseries one wishes to inflict upon us. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 122. 

Pre'cis of an Article from “El Taif” of January 15, 1882. 

A TELEGRAM informs us that a cordial understanding exists between Germany, 
Austria, and Italy to support the influence of tho Porte in Egypt. 

Wo had thought that England and Erance would have been satisfied to see, ty- 
the opening of the Chamber, that wo were in a position to insure the execution of all 
engagements. 

They pretended they wished us so, but soon took a hostile attitude, and 
agreed to support the Khedive and resist all interference from without or trouble from 
within. 

Tlie Khedive had no need whatever for such support. 

Another telegram says that the “Times'’ considers the Sultan merely as the 
mandatory of Erance and England in Egypt. This is said in order to embroil us with 
the Porte. Europe seems to consider us as savages, and to think that the meeting of 
our Chamber will have disastrous consequences. Have we treated them as if we were 
barbarians P Have they undergone the sufferings of the Irish, the Algerians, the 
Tunisians, or tho Afghans ? Europe was very severe on the faults of the ex-Khedive 
Ismail; but why then, now that tho Egyptians have recognized her rights, does she 
oppose their Chamber and act as she did when she believed her capital lost and interest 
threatened ? 

Wo have no need of any intervention. Tho debts arc being paid, the Control 
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verifies our working, the Consuls-General remark our tranquillity, and Europeans are 
everywhere well treated by us. Is not this a sufficient proof that we are not barbarians ? 
Yet England and Erance think that the Egyptians are animals who are incapable 
of understanding politics. 

A foreigner has told us that (Lord Granville’s) the despatch and notes are 
amicable, hut we can only answer that any child can see that they are meant to 
embroil Egypt and the Porte, and make ready the way for occupation. 

Our Khedive has communicated the note to the Porte. His Highness certainly 
never asked for such a note, as, too, is proved by Sir E. Malet’s official denial of such 
an idea. This denial even was a stroke of policy, for no one attributed this action 
to the Khedive in order to let him he justified by the English Consul-General. 

The “Times” says that the Notables who believe that intervention is impossible 
are mistaken. The Notables hold to the point, and will never allow strangers to 
intervene otherwise than as prescribed by the Law of Liquidation. And they are quite 
right, for the country belongs to them. 

The “ Times ” advises the Sultan not to interfere, the Khedive to suffer no inter¬ 
ference, and the National party to confide in England and Erance. 

This advice is ridiculous, for the Sultan has an unopposable right to interfere, and 
the National party are not likely to confide in the countries which are obstructing their 
attempts at independence. 

Our Notables do not fear these threats, but refuse, on the contrary, to listen to 
them. Every Egyptian to-day knows his rights and his duty. 


No. 123. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 30.) 

(No. 31.) - 

My Lord, Cairo, January 21,1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith a copy of a despatch dated the 17th 
instant from Mr. Vice-Consul Main, at Damietta, to Mr. Cookson, reporting hostile 
feeling of the native population towards foreigners, and insults offered to the Erencli 
Vice-Consul. 

I had the honour to telegraph the main points of this Report to your Lordship 
yesterday. I also acquainted Cherif Pasha of the circumstances, and his Excellency 
said that he would desire Abdul A1 Bey, Colonel of the black regiment stationed at 
Damietta, who is at present in Cairo, to return immediately to his command and to 
preserve order. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosurc in No. 123. 

Vice-Consul Main to Mr. Cookson. 

Sir, Damietta, January 17, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inform you that the Moslem population of this place have 
within tho past few days assumed an attitude of a very insulting and threatening 
character towards tho Christian portion. 

M. Basile Ealcr, tho Erencli Vice-Consul, has within the past four days been insulted 
three times while passing through tho main thoroughfare of the city, two of such 
insults having been put on him yesterday, the former of which ho was subjected to at 
the hands of the local police. 

At the request of M. Ealcr I proceeded with him to tho Governor, but while there 
the inability of the Governor to cope with the utterly insubordinate bearing of the 
local police was so apparent that we judged it prudent to retire, leaving tho Governor 
to deal with the case alone. 

Deducing nothing from the probabilities of a situation whose aspects appear so 
grave, I have still the pleasure to inform you that as yet no Britsli subject has been 
subjected to either insult or injury; but in the face of the fact that this is an extremely 
fanatical centre, 1 cannot but express my apprehensions that, viewing tho excited and 
fanatical state of the population, an incident in itself trivial may at any moment 
bring on consequences most grave. 
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I beg that you will take into consideration my verbal request that this Vice-Consu¬ 
late be furnished with a private telegraphic code. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) H. MAIN, 


No. 124. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 30.) 

(No. 32.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 23, 1882. 

I HAD, on the 17th instant, the honour to inform your Lordship by telegraph 
that a Turkish man-of-war had arrived at Alexandria. 

The following are the particulars regarding this vessel, whose arrival appears to 
have been unconnected with political events. 

The Ottoman dispatch-vessel “ Retimo,” of 650 tons, 7 guns, 300 horse-power, 
105 men, arrived from Ca'ifa, Syria, on tho 17th instant, no passengers on board, lost 
two anchors at Ca'ifa on the 14th instant, put into Alexandria for new anchors. She 
has also sustained damage to her rudder, which will probably necessitate her going into 
dock. The vessel is attached to the Governor of Beyrout. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 125. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 30.) 

(No. 33.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 23, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inform your Lordship that on the 20th instant, at the 
request of Cherif Pasha, Mr. Sienkiewicz and I called, separately, upon Sultan Pasha, 
the President of the Chamber, to inform him that our Governments could not consent 
to the Budget being voted by the Chamber as it would be an infringement of the inter¬ 
national engagements contracted in tho establishment of the Control. 

Sultan Pasha said that tho Chamber did not regard it in that light and that it was 
resolved not to give way. He finally, however, made the suggestion as coming entirely 
from himself, that the Chamber should send certain of its Members to be present at the 
Council of Ministers when the Budget was discussed. Being unwilling to shut the door 
to all negotiation I replied that the idea was one which was open to consideration, and 
it appears that my Erencli colleague gave Sultan Pasha the same reply from the same 
motives. 

In speaking generally of the counter-project of Organic Law drawn up by the 
Chamber, I said to Sultan Pasha that it was without parallel in any country; that it 
took away all power from the Ministry and transformed the Chamber into the Govern¬ 
ment with the Ministers as its Executive officers. 

Sultan Pasha said that such was not the intention of the Chamber, that the Con¬ 
stitutions of many countries had been examined, and that there was no provision in the 
counter-project which did not exist elsewhere. I answered that the Chamber must, in 
that case, have selected all tho precedents which could give it power, and omitted all 
those which counterbalanced that power and guaranteed the necessary Government 
authority to the Ministry. The only precedent, as far as I knew, for such a Constitu¬ 
tion as that proposed by the Chamber was the Erencli National Convention of 1792, the 
consequence of which was that tho country was inundated with the blood of its 
citizens, and that finally a despotism grew out of it, tho most arbitrary ever known, 
which had been brought to an end by an European coalition against it; and I asked 
Sultan Pasha whether it was not better, rather than to risk consequences such as these, 
to accept the liberal Organic Law proposed by Cherif Pasha. He replied that Cherif 
Pasha’s Luav was like a drum—that it made a great sound but was hollow inside. 

On the following day Sultan Pasha made to Chdrif Pasha tho proposal regarding 
tho Budget which ho had made to mo and M. Sienkiewicz ; but he formulated it as 
follows:—The Chamber should send Delegates of a number equal to the number of 
Ministers to assist in passing the Budget; that each Delegate and each Minister 
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should have a vote, and tliat the President of the Council should have an additional 
vote. 

This proposal is tantamount to the Chamber voting the Budget, as if there is a 
defection of two Ministers, the Delegates obtain the majority. The only possible 
advantage would he that the Controllers would he present and could exercise a certain 
amount of influence. 

Sir Auckland Colvin has suggested that the arrangement might he rendered 
possible, if the Delegates and the Ministry had, collectively, each one vote and the 
President of the Council a casting vote. 

M. de Bligni&res is of opinion that the participation and the vote of the Chamber 
with regard to the Budget should be absolutely refused. 

My French colleague and I considered that we could not take upon ourselves, 
individually, the responsibility of refusing to listen to the overture made, and that the 
consideration of it would be useful as giving time for wiser counsels to prevail, and to 
enable our Governments to decide upon the course to be pursued, in case no agreement 
could be come to. I therefore telegraphed on the 22nd instant (No.,25) to ask whether 
your Lordship was disposed to authorize me to recommend the Ministry to consider 
proposals which had been made unofficially by the President of the Chamber with a 
view to an arrangement which would have for effect to accord to Delegates of the 
Chamber the right to co-operate with the Ministers in the examination and vote of the 
Budget. 

Since then we have considered that it would be better that the other questions 
pending between Cherif Pasha and the Chamber should bo decided prior to any attempt 
to come to an arrangement regarding the Budget, and this view is, I learn, shared both 
by Clierif Pasha and the Chamber. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWAED B. MALET. 


No. 126. 


Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received Januarxj 30.) 

(No. 34.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 23, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 31 of the 21st instant, I have the honour to 
inform your Lordship that later information received from Mr. Vice-Consul Main at 
Damietta shows that the circumstances attending the insults offered to the French 
Vice-Consul were less serious than at first appeared to bo the case. 

A little child called him a Christian dog in the streets, and the child’s father on 
the complaint of the Vice-Consul, was imprisoned for twenty-four hours. Another boy 
made use of a similar expression; the boy was locked up, but on the Vice-Consul 
subsequent going to the prison to see if the boy was really there, lie was insulted by 
the police. 

I understand from Cherif Pasha that the authorities affirm that the Vice-Consul 
struck the sentry, and that it was then only that he was abused. 

Chdrif Pasha has sent Colonel Abdul Aal, the Colonel of the black regiment 
quartered at Damietta, to inquire into the matter and has given him strict injunctions 
to keep order. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWAED B. MALET. 


No. 127. 


Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 30.) 

(No. 35. Confidential.) 

My Lord Cairo, January 23, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith a Memorandum by Sir Auckland Colvin 
on the present state of affairs in Egypt. 


I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWAED B. MALET. 
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Inclosurc in No. 127. 

Memorandum. 

THE situation here seems to me to become more difficult, and a solution, without 
exterior action, more and more improbable. 

The language of the Members of the Chamber and of a large party outside the 
Chamber, is, in two words, “non possumus.” They show no inclination to compromise, 
much less towards yielding. Their avowed object is to get the administration of the 
country and the control of the finances into their own hands. No attempt at an 
understanding with Cherif Pasha is permitted: and, so far as I can see, their deliberate 
intention is to gain all or risk all. The army preserves an appearance of indifference, 
but the War Minister and the clique of colonels are known to express, in private con¬ 
versation, their warm sympathy with the so-called National Movement. 

There are several causes which combine to produce this situation. The amour- 
propre of the leading officers is engaged. They look on themselves as pledged by the 
events of the 9th September, to obtain for the country the fullest measure of constitu¬ 
tional liberty. They cling as obstinately to this hope, as they clung to the increase of 
the army to 18,000 men, which they had also asked for on the 9tli September. 

There is a strong conviction among both the military and civil population that 
the throat of intervention by England and France is brutum fulwen. They do not 
believe the two Powers will intervene, and therefore they hold firm to the intention 
of exacting the full measure of their demands. 

There is finally a belief that, if intervention is decided on, it will he an interven¬ 
tion of all the European Powers. The articles* from “ El Tail ” and “ El Moufid,” 
which accompany this note, illustrate this belief. A general intervention may oven 
be desired, and the course of native action here so shaped as to facilitate it, in the 
conviction that it will produce results favourable to Egypt. An European guarantee 
would be preferred to a quasi-protectorate of the two Powers, whose views are 
believed to lean towards projects of more immediate aggression, against which an 
European Protectorate, or quasi-protectorate would be a guarantee. 

The actual status meanwhile is almost that of administrative paralysis. There 
is the outward show of government, but the sinews are wanting. The War Depart¬ 
ment is aggressive and active. The Chamber, indirectly, seeks to arrest decisions 
being taken on various pending affairs by indicating the clauses in the Organic 
Law which, if approved, would bring them within its cognizance. The Council, 
there is reason to believe, is divided within itself: the Ministers of War, of Foreign 
Affairs,! and of Public Instruction, leaning towards the popular side. The attention 
of the Ministers is drawn away from current business by the daily phases of the 
struggle. As yet, authority maintains itself in the provinces, but the loss of force at 
the centre will gradually communicate itself, or be communicated, throughout the 
system. 

1 fear that this state of things admits of no local remedy. To yield, either at 
once, or by degrees, on all points, would of course procure temporary respite. But, as 
I have stated in previous communications, the respite could only be temporary, for, in 
the first place, the power acquired by the Chambers would be instantly turned against 
the material status of the Wo Powers in Egypt; and the Egyptians, in the second, 
arc not capable of governing the country. I apprehend, therefore, that intervention 
alone can bring the crisis to an end, and that, for the two Powers, it is merely a 
question of time and manner. 

What the Government have to do here meanwhile is to be careful to keep on the 
ground of loyalty and acquired rights, and firmly to oppose any concession which, 
would compromise their relations with the two Powers or with their Suzerain, the 
Sultan. 

With regard to intervention, I will only add that, if it is confined to the two 
Powors, the protection of a large European colony, the larger part of which is not 
subject to those Powers, will not have escaped the attention of the two Cabinets. I 
think it very probable that disorder, accompanied by violence, may intervene between 
the resolution to use force, and the execution of the resolution. If it should bo 
necessary, eventually to employ force, I would suggest that it should be numerically 
so overwhelming as to overawe all possible hopes of opposition. 

(Signed) A. COLVIN. 

Cairo, January 23, 1882. 

* Sep Inclosures in No. 122. 

f This Minister has since denied the truth of this to the Consuls-General and Controllers-General. 
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P.S.— Since the above was written there seem to have been indications of a wish 
«n the part of some Members of the Chamber to come to an understanding. It is, as 
yet, impossible to conjecture what the result of any negotiations may be. 


No. 128. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 30.) 

(No. 36.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 23, 1682. 

IN my despatch No. 27 of the 16th instant I had the honour to transmit to your 
Lordship a copy of the counter-project of Organic Law which had been drawn up by 
the Committee of the Chamber appointed to examine the draft law presented by 
Cherif Pasha, copy of which was inclosed in my despatch No. 2 of the 2nd instant. 

I have the honour now to inclose a copy of an amended draft law to be presented 
to the Chamber. This amended draft is to be submitted this afternoon for the con¬ 
sideration of the Council of Ministers. 

The principal points on which the amended draft differs from the counter-project 
of the Chamber are:— 

Article 19. The Chamber demanded the right to control functionaries. The 
Ministry only gives Members the right to provoke inquiry. 

I believe that the word in Arabic translated “to control” means really to 
overlook, and that an agreement with regard to this Article is probable. 

Art. 20. Responsibility of the Ministry. The Chamber insists upon complete 
responsibility towards the Chamber. The Government explains that, by reason of the 
engagements of Egypt, and its situation as a tributary State, the Ministry is responsible 
both to the ICliedive and the Chamber; that, therefore, there cannot be absolute 
Ministerial responsibility; that it must be defined; and that its definition with regard 
to the Chamber is clearly given in the provisions of the Organic Law. 

This is the Article upon which it will be most difficult to come to an under¬ 
standing. 

Art. 27. This Article, as worded by the Chamber, gave the Chamber the right of 
initiative in legislation. The Government cannot consent to this, and it is possible 
that the Chamber may also give way on this point. 

Art. 36. Vote on the Budget. The Government states that the decisive vote 
cannot be given to the Chamber ; that the question has been fully examined ; and that 
the Representatives of the Governments of Prance and England have formally stated 
that they consider the voting of the Budget by the Chamber to be an infraction of 
international Conventions. 

What we have stated is that it would be a breach of international engagements 
contracted by the Decrees establishing the Control. 

Art. 38.* The Chamber desires to suppress this Article, which provides that, in 
the event of the Budget not having been examined by the Chamber before the 
20th December, it shall be put in force by Klicdivial Decree. The Government insists 
on the maintenance of the Article. 

The Government refuses to admit Article 35 of the counter-project, which 
forbids the Government to make any Treaty or contract without the consent of the 
Chamber. It seems that this Article was inserted in order to prevent the Government 
from entering upon great enterprises, such as the Suez Canal or the irrigation scheme 
now under consideration, without the sanction of the Chamber; and if this is so, 
an understanding may also be possible with reference to this Article. 

Art. 51. Tho Chamber demanded the right of interpreting the meaning of the 
Articles of the Organic Law. The Ministry proposes that the interpretation should be 
made on a common understanding between the Ministry and the Chamber. This does 
not seem to be practical. Perhaps tho difficulty may be surmounted by giving the 
duty of interpretation to the President of the Chamber, 

It appears that, on the whole, an agreement might be come to except on the 
points of the Budget and Ministerial responsibility. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


[Por Inclosure, see Inclosure in Sir E. Malet’s No. 44.] 
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No. 129. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 30.) 

(No. 37.) 

My Lord, . Cairo , January 23, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose a translation of an article from the Arabic news¬ 
paper “ El Moufid,” together with a precis of the same. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 129. 

Precis of an Article from “El Moufid” of January 19, 1882. 

AN appeal is made to the charity of the rich on behalf of the suffering Egyptians 
who are out of place. Every post in this country is filled up with our ignorant guests, 
while our unhappy countrymen pass their nights in tears instead of in eating, and in 
deploring their misery instead of in drinking. 

Conversation on the Chamber of Notables. 

Q. What are the preliminary duties of the Chamber ?— A. To elaborate a Law on 
which it may work. In the time of the ex-Khcdive it is notorious that the Chamber 
was merely an instrument in his hands. Our present Ruler has no other object in, view 
than to give full liberty to the Chamber to examine the internal state of the country, 
and to enable it to do so laws must be drawn up which shall neither prejudice the 
Egyptians nor touch on the question of the debt we owe to foreigners. 

Q. We have heard that this Organic Law is completed, but docs not meet with the 
approbation of the Control. Whence is this divergence and what will be the result of 
it ?— A. The Law was finished a week ago. The Control oppose the part of it which 
provides that the Budget must have the sanction of the Chamber. This will not stop 
the passing of the Law, for the Chamber is the nation, and who shall hinder the nation 
from examining its own Budget ? 

Q. If the Chamber has the right to discuss tho Budget, why does the English and 
Erencli Control oppose it, when these two Powers have always pretended to seek 
nothing but our reorganization ?— A. Tho Control alleges that we arc ignorant, and 
only alter three years’ practice will the Chamber bo capable of such work. 

Q. If it is so, the Controllers arc right, and why then do the Deputies persist in. 
claiming to discuss the Budget ?— A. We must not believe everything that is said. 
The thesis of the Control is unjust; since our Notables have never yet examined a 
Budget, how can it judge whether they are ignorant or not ? 

Q. Why then this opposition, and what becomes of the reorganization which 

Erancc and England pretend to wish for in Egypt ?— A. As for tho reason-! The 

only reorganization they wish for is to be ablo to work the country for their own 
interests. 

Q, Is it for our good that Englishmen and Erenchmen should be charged with our 
Administration ?— A. No! they ought to let us administer our own affairs, and if they 
noticed irregularities affecting them, they would then be quite justified in pointing 
them out to us. But unfortunately they say a great deal and do very little. 

Q. What are the functions of the Controllers ?— A. Under the old regime Govern¬ 
ment revenue was squandered, and Egypt could not face her foreign debts. The 
Controllers were appointed to watch over the Public Debt. 

Q. Therefore they have no right to interfere with the action of the Chamber as 
long as it does not menace tho payment of the debt ?— A. Certainly not, and we hope 
that England and France, according to their promises, will not oppose our attempts to 
better our position, and will believe that we shall fully pay our debts and keep open 
tho route to India. Wo are always ready to satisfy their demands and hope that they 
will smootlie the difficulties between the Control and the Chamber. 

Q. Is there any other difficulty in connection with the Organic Law besides that 
just mentioned ?— A. Yes ! it lies in the Article which declares that the Ministry 
is responsible for its acts to tho Chamber. It is a question of the rights belonging to 
the Chamber in which wo hope that tho President of the Council who is a liberal man. 

[34B] X 
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will agree. England and Erancc should not show themselves so opposed to our views 
since, according to their own word, they ask nothing more than the introduction of 
reforms. 


No. 130. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received January 30.) 

(No. 38. Secret.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 23, 1882. 

I IIAYE the honour to inform your Lordship that tbc Khedive sent Turaby Bey, 
his Private Secretary, to me last night, to say that His Highness had learnt from his 
Agent at Constantinople that Prince Hassan, his mother, and the Princesses, wives of 
the ex-Khedive, resident at Naples, were going to come to Egypt, and that His 
Highness feared that their presence would materially add to the difficulties at present 
existing. 

He therefore expressed the hope that your Lordship would prevent their 
return. He sent another Secretary to M. Sicnkiewicz with the same message. 

Turaby Bay said that five of the revolutionary colonels were married to slaves of 
the ex-Khedive, and that intrigues of the harem would begin against the Khedive, 
which would make his position insecure. 

His Highness sent to me again this morning to say that the way in which lie 
would venture to ask for your Lordship’s intervention was that your Lordship should 
send instructions to me to tell Chcrif Pasha not to allow the Prince and Princesses to 
land. The messages were very urgent, and it is clear that His Highness is in much 
anxiety on the subject. 

I was aware that Cher if Pasha had strongly urged the Khedive to allow the 
Princesses to return, as he considered that it was a cruel measure to compel them to 
live in a foreign land, and that the insistance of Cher if Pasha on the point had caused 
coldness between him and Khedive. In the present instance the Khedive has 
particularly requested me to say nothing to Cherif Pasha about his Highness’ message 
to me. 

The Khedive ought to be the best judge as to the consequences of the return of 
these members of his family, but I cannot but suspect that his dislike to it is hardly 
justified. The connection between the colonels and the slaves of the ex-Khedive is 
certainly not likely to induce them to wish for him to come back, and it is difficult to 
suppose that Prince Hassan should have any other design than to assist in maintaining 
his brother in power. Eor if the Khedive were to bo deposed it would not be in 
order to make way for any other member of the family of Mehcmct Ali. 

I am not acquainted with Prince Hassan, and am, therefore, not able to judge 
whether he would he likely to behave loyally or not. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDVYARD B. MALET. 


No. 131. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January 30.) 

(No. 77.) 

My Lord, Paris, January 28, 1882. 

1 SPOKE to M. Gambetta yesterday in tho sense of your Lordship’s despatch 
No. 96 of the 25th instant, and in particular informed him that Her Majesty’s 
Government considered it desirable that an answer should bo made to tho communi¬ 
cation received from the Porto respecting tho Anglo-Erencli communication to the 
Khedive, and that they agreed with him in thinking that tho answers of England and 
Erance should he similar in substance. 

Early this morning I left for him at tho French Foreign Office a copy of the 
amended draft of an answer which was inclosed in your Lordship’s despatch, and in 
tho afternoon I had some conversation with him on the subject. 

M. Gambetta told me that ho saw with satisfaction that paragraphs had been 
introduced in conformity with his suggestions,and ho expressed his concurrence in the 
draft generally, and especially commended the passage stating that Her Majesty’s 
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Government cannot admit the justice of the objections of the Porte “ as to the extent • 
to which their action was called for by the situation of affairs in Egypt.” 

There were, however, his Excellency went on to say, two phrases, both in the 
first of the new paragraphs, with regard to which he should like to suggest some 
change. 

The paragraph spoke of the Khedive’s authority as settled by the Sultan’s Firmans 
and “ accepted by the Powers.” M. Gambetta thought that these last words implied 
rather more right, on the part of tho Powers generally, to interfere in Egypt than was 
advisable, and that they went rather beyond tho fact. He thought it would be better 
either to expunge the words “ and accepted by the Powers,” or to let the phrase run 
“ as settled by Firmans of the Sultan communicated to the Powers.” 

The second expression to which M. Gambetta took exception was the following: 
“but to which the other Powers of Europe have also become parties.” 

I observed to him that the allusion no doubt was to the Commission of Liqui¬ 
dation in which all the principal Powers of Europe had taken part. 

M. Gambetta said that if this were so he should like the liquidation matter to be 
specifically mentioned, for the sentence as it stood might, he thought, be misinterpreted, 
as ignoring the engagements with which France and. England were, not primarily 
only, hut in fact exclusively concerned. 

M. Gambetta asked me to communicate his observations to your Lordship, and to 
say that, if lie should be informed by me that you concurred in them, he would send 
off an instruction to the French Ambassador at Constantinople which would, with the 
slight modifications he suggested, be exactly similar to your draft. 

He begged me to ask your Lordship for an early answer. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 132. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January 30.) 

(No. 81) 

My Lord, . Paris, January 29, 1882. 

IN my despatch No. 77 of yesterday, I had the honour to report a conversation 
I had had with M. Gambetta on the subject of your Lordship’s draft of an answer to 
tho communication from the Porte on the subject of the Anglo-French Declaration to 
the Khedive of Egypt. 

M. Gambetta has this afternoon been so kind as to bring me tho written paper on 
the subject, a copy of which I have the honour to inclose. 

This paper gives the wording of the changes in tho draft which M. Gambetta 
suggests. 

“ It also states the sentiments of the French Government with regard to the objects 
which the two Governments should have in view, if they determine to communicate 
officially to the Porte tho Declaration made by them to tho Khedive. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


Inclosurc in No. 132. 

Memorandum. 

LE projet revise do dcpeclie a Lord Dufferin donno cn general satisfaction aux 
vucs quo M. lc Ministrc des Affaires Etran gives do France avait exposes a Lord Lyons 
dans sa prceedente conversation cn date du 21 Janvier, et sur lesquelles Lord Lyons 
s’etait entendu avee lo Ministrc. Le Gouvcrncment Frangais, ccpendant, apres avoir 
pris connaissancc do co second projet de dcpeclie, so croit oblige d exprimer encore lo 
desir quo certaines expressions qui lfipondcnt incompletement a ses idees soiont 
corrigeos ou remplacees par d’autres. 

Tel qu’il est, le projet do depecho du Cabinet Anglais tend ii donner principale- 
ment pour base a Tentente Anglo-Frangaise la Loi de Liquidation; le Gouvernement 
Frangais cstimo quo cotte entente a pour point d’appui special les Dderets relatifs ft la 
constitution du Contrdle Anglo-Fmngais (Decrcts du 18 Novembre, 1876, et du 
11 Novembre, 1879, Rescrit du 28 Aoftt, 1878). 










II serait donnd en quclque mesure satisfaction a la manure de voir du Gouveme- 
ment Frangais au moyen de deux amendements de forme dans la partie nouvelle de 
la ddpeclie que le Cabinet Anglais soumet a l’appreciation du Ministre des Affaires 
^trang^res de France. Le passage ainsi congu de la ddpeche : “ . . . conduire & 

une limitation de l’autorite du Khedive, telle qu’elle est dtablie pas les Firmans des 
Sultans et aceeptee par les Puissances,” devrait ctre ainsi modifie: “ conduire a une 
limitation de l’autorite du Khedive telle qu’elle existe en vcrtu des Firmans rendus 
par les Sultans et communiques aux Puissances.” Le dernier membre de phrase de 
cette meme partie do la depeche devrait ctre egalement modifie en la forme suivante: 
“. . . les arrangements internationaux dans lesquels la France et l’Angletcrrc sont 

principalement intdressees en raison de leur situation, et specialement interessees en 
vertu des Deerets du Khedive, negocies par elles seules et avec elles scules, qui les ont 
appeiees a reorganiser l’administration des finances en Egypte mais dans lesquels les 
autres Puissances de l’Europe sont aussi devenues parties.” 

Le Gouvernement Frangais avait exprime le voeu que la depeche qui sera adressee 
aux Ambassadeurs des deux Puissances a Constantinople pour etre lue et communiquee 
aux Ministres du Sultan cut pour conclusion effective la remise officielle a la Porte de 
la note identique prdeedemment adressee au Khedive. Mais il semble que le Cabinet 
Anglais ne songe a remettre offieiellemcnt cette note aux Ministres du Sultan que 
parce qu’il suppose que cette demarche leur sera agitable. Le Gouvernement Frangais 
sera certainement satisfait de tout ce qui pourra contenter la Porte, sans diminuer la 
valeur et la portee de la note du 7 Jauvicr. Mais il tient a remarquer qu’il considere 
la communication eventuellc de la note du 7 Janvier aux Ministres du Sultan, si elle 
doit se faire, commc ayant pour objet, non de repondre a aucune exigence dc la Porte 
qui serait contraire aux Decrets, Conventions, et precedents par lesquels sont regies les 
rapports de la France et de 1’Anglcterre avec l’Lgypte, mais bien pour maintenir le 
droit que la France et l’Angleterre ont eu d’agir commc elles l’ont fait en Lgypte, 
pour confirmer la procedure qu’elles ont cru devoir suivre, ct pour acccntuer en vue 
d’evenements peut-etre imminents, un accord dont la note du 7 Janvier cst la declara¬ 
tion publique et l’effet. 


No. 133. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received January 30.) 

(No. 82.) 

My Lord, Paris, January 29, 1882. 

IN my despatch No. 78 of yesterday, I had the honour to report to your Lordship 
that M. Gambetta had told me that ho would state, in writing, his views respecting 
the Memorandum which I had given him in the terms of your Lordship’s despatch 
No. 95 of the 25th instant, respecting the attributions of the Egyptian Chamber of 
Notables. 

Ilis Excellency has accordingly done me the honour to bring me to-day a paper, 
of which I inclose a copy, 

It states forcibly the objections entertained by the French Government to some 
of the suggestions put forward in the Memorandum. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


Inclosurc in No. 133. 

Note Verbale, 

LE Gouvernement Frangais, qui a pris connaissancc do la note verbale de Lord 
Lyons, communiquee lc 28 Janvier, 1882, est dans la necessite de faire, au sujet de cette 
note, les reserves suivantes :— 

Ce n’est pas seulement au sujet du Controle, e’est encore au sujet du vote du 
Budget quo les domandes de la Cliambre des Notables sont de nature a creer un eonflit 
sdrioux. Le eonflit, s’il s’elevc, ne portera pas seulement sur la Loi de Liquidation, a, 
laquelle ont participe d’autres Puissances que la France ct l’Angleterre. Il portera 
encore sur les Decrets rendus par l’autorite Klu'diviale en ce qui concernc le Controle 
Anglo-Frangais. Du fait de ces Decrets, la France et l’Angleterre ont en Egypte une 
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situation touto speciale. Par rapport a la Loi do Liquidation, la France et l’Angleterre, 
vu 1’importance des interets qu’elles ont a ddfendre, gardent une suprdmatic incon¬ 
testable dans une situation qui leur cst, d’ailleurs, commune avec d’autres Puissances. 
Par rapport auContrble, la France et l’Anglctcrre ont a faire valoiren Egypte des titres 
qui sont exclusifs des pretentions a clever par d’autres Puissances. 

Le Gouvernement Frangais adhere on general aux observations contenues dans la 
note verbale^ de Lord Lyons. Il cst dispose a reconnaitre qu’on peut faire des 
concessions a la Chambre des Notables, memo sur la question du Budget, aprds 
qu’on aura amend les Delegues a garantir formellement que la Chambre des 
Notables exigera plus rien en cette matidre au dcla des concessions faites. Le 
Gouvernmcnt Frangais n’est pourtant pas tout a fait d’accord avec le Cabinet Anglais 
sur l’enumeration et la limitation des concessions a faire. 

Le Gouvernement Frangais croit qu’il y aurait des inconvenients a laisser la 
Chambre rdgler le budget de la haute police. Il ne voudrait laisser a sa ddcision ou a 
son contrdle que le budget de la police municipale ct de la police locale. 

A plus forte raison ne saurait-il abandonner a la Chambre des Notables le droit de 
statuer sur les revenus des “watifs” en corporations religieuses. La Chambre des Notables 
acquerrait, en effet, par la, tout le pouvoir necessaire pour absorber et dissiper des biens 
qui sont unc reserve pour l’avcnir en tant que de besoin, et le jour ou elle voudrait 
mettre la main sur les “ watifs,” elle allegucrait sans douto des pretoxtes quine seraient 
propres qu’a surcxciter les passions religieuses ct 1’ideo mcnagante du Panislamisme. 

Le Gouvernement Frangais ne eomprendrait pas davantage que les evaluations pour 
rarm.ee m6mo dans de certaines limites fussent soumises it l’examon des Notables par 
les Ministres et le Controle. Si par le mot “ d’examen” on entend que la Chambre aura 
seulement le droit d’avis sur la portion du Budget relative a l’armee, a quoi bon 
spdeifier ce point ? Dans l’etat present des clioses, cn vcrtu du rdglement organiquo 
trds large et trds liberal que le Khedive a rendu sur la Chambre des Notables et que 
colle-ci a la prdtention de tenir pour non avenu, la Chambre possedo dejii le droit 
d’examen et d’avis sur le Budget pris dans son ensemble et sur chaquc partie du 
Budget considered a part. Si par le mot “ d’examcn ” ou entend, au contraire, le droit 
exprds pour la Chambre de regler imperativement et en dernier ressort dans une limit© 
quelconque, les deponses pour l’annee, les relations, dangerouses pour l’ordro etabli, 
qui se sont formces ontre la Chambre et l’armeo, se trouveront encore resserreos; le 
lion sera desormais officiel, et plus quo jamais la Cliambre et l’armee deviendront 
l’instrument l’unc de l’autre. Le fait quo d’autres parties du Budget seraient sous- 
traites a la deliberation ct au vote do la Chambre n’attdnucrait pas, bien au contraire, 
1’effet moral de ce qui lui serait laisse, puisqu’on accorderait et proclamcrait que 
e’est specialement sur 1’armce que la Cliambre doit avoir droit. 


No. 134 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 26.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, January 30, 1882, 6T5 p.M. 

YOUR despatches Nos. 77 and 81 of the 28th and 29th instant. 

Her Majesty’s Government agree to M. Gambetta’s amendments to their draft 
answer to the Porte, and think thorn improvements. 

I will write to your Excellency about the attributes of the Notables, to which, 
your despatch No. 82 of 29th instant refers. 


No. 135. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 31.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 30,1882. 

I HAVE received your despatch No. 25 of the 10th instant, reporting a con¬ 
versation you had with Sultan Pasha respecting the attitude of the Chamber of 
Notables, and I have to acquaint you that the languago you hold to the President of 
the Chamber, as reported in your despatch, is approved by ller Majesty’s Government. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


[346] y 
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No. 136. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 110. Extender.) Foreign Office, January 30,1882. ? 

My Lord, , v n ac i tinc -i cl . their consideration your Excellency s 

HER Majesty s Government toe ha , fc rinn . to your commumca- 

to Lord Dufferin 

tions with M. Gambetta on tt.e wb cct f G Z n ^nt proposed to return to the 
containing tlie answer ulncli H _ i. vi mister for Eorei°n Affairs to Musurus Pasha 

^ ***** “ d ftOBOh 

Agents in Egypt to tlie Khedive. ,, , tt c1 , Maiesty’s Government agree to 

ta *“ te£t 

tliev consider are improvements on tlic on D mai. ultimo respecting tlie 

<2z Msssst- £■**+ - • -* - *• 

returned to it. j am, &c. 

(Signed) GKANVILLE. 


No. 137. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 110 a.) Foreign Office , January 30, 1S82. 

My X°ilAVE sent to your Excellency in “^^i^ofllro 21 th instant with M. 
substance of a conversation views „„ Egyptian affairs. 1 expressed 

Cffallemel-Lacour respecting M. - ", tQ rencw tffe conversation, 

no opinion in reply at tffe time, )U 1 E ^ that you would probably receive 
I liad already intimated to youi LxceUc y it appeared that there 

instructions to inform tffe Irene 1 ^over ^ ei . c | iana . 0 of opinions on this subject, 
should ffc a perfectly frank and con L . ,. present circumstances it is very 

Her Majesty’s Government believe^ ])C dearly apparent, and that 

important that the union of ‘ hio ff should he adopted m view of 

an agreement should he come to as to the course ' ^ 

contingencies which may at any moment bcco a ^ o[ tll0 Sovereign and 

Her Majesty’s Government desne , ,, Khedive, to secure the fulfilment 

vassal as now established between the SulL c 1 .t ut of institutions within 

of international engagements and to pioteot sha * otheso views. The question 

this limit. They believe that the 1nei G would he incompatible with 

remains—If in Egypt a state of drou^ *oi*n*c Ul0 difficu lty ? 

subject of public speculation, in case of the ueees- 

sity arising of some sort of intervention m EOTm , Government to he apparent, 

y It is to he regretted, hut it f Tere are objections to every possible 

that if such a contingency unfortunately “ tllc least inconvenience ? 

course. The question remams-AV Inch ot the ^ although it is possible that 
Her Majesty s Government outbreak as would cause anarchy, and be 

there is much practical danger o The probable danger is that the Notables, 

fatal to the lives and property of Lu i ^ - c \isLelicf in the real union of England 
supported by the Egyptian army, influenced y . tliey m igLt obtain from other 

IS hlteSoncl engagements of Egypt both towards England 

and Erance, and towards other J^pean t ion to the occupation by them- 

Her Majesty’s Government have a stion p J Turkov; it would excite 

selves of Egypt! It would create opposite“ would, Her Majesty’s 

the suspicion and jealousy ot other ; 1 L un + cr _ dein0 nstiiitions on their own part 

Government have reason to believe, make counter demon 
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which might possibly lead to very serious complications, and it would throw upon 
them the responsibility of governing a country inhabited by Orientals under very 
adverse circumstauces. 

They believe that such an occupation would he as distasteful to the Erench nation 
as the sole occupation of Egypt by the Erench would ho to this country. 

They have carefully considered the question of a joint occupation by England 
and Erance, and they have come to the conclusion that, although some oi: the objections 
above stated might he lessened, others would he very seriously aggravated by such a 
course. 


With regard to Turkish occupation, Her Majesty’s Government agree that it 
would he a great evil, hut they are not convinced that it would entail political dangers 
so great as those attending the other alternatives which have been mentioned above. 
To'give Turkey a renewed and increased hold on Egypt would he a retrograde step, 
and cruel in its results to the richest and most prosperous province of the Ottoman 
Empire. But if a temporary occupation could he arranged with the full consent and 
under the control of England and of Erance, and with proper guarantees and condi¬ 
tions, such a mode of using force might he the least objectionable of those which have 
yet been proposed. The Turks are a weak nation; though unpopular in Egypt they 
are, as Mahommedans, less so than Europeans, and they would certainly not excite the 
same jealousy in Europe. 

But as regards the immediate intervention of force, I have already stated my 
doubts as to the probability of a necessity for a decision at once arising. That what is 
urgent is to consider what steps can best he adopted to prevent or to deal with the 
second contingency which I have mentioned, namely, a Government in Egypt with a 
policy which is inadmissible for the acceptance of England and Erance. 

The most important point is, that the union of the two countries should he both 

real and apparent. , 

I have in my despatch No. 95 of the 25th instant, suggested attributions which 

mi "lit-he given to the Chamber of Notables, and which, if recommended by the 
English and Erench Governments, would not only he harmless, hut probably of great 

^ * Such a proposal, in union with a firm declaration that the two countries could not 

allow of an infringement of international obligations, would tend to remove the idea 
in E°"Vi)t, on the one hand, that there was a divergence of opinion on the part ot the 
two Powers, and on tlio other, that there was a hostile feeling in either to the gradual 
and safe development of national institutions. . . „ „ _ 

M Gambetta entertains objections to any further admission of the other European 
Powers to interference in Egyptian affairs. Her Majesty’s Government agree that 
England and Erance have an exceptional position in that country owing to actual 
circumstances and to international agreements, and they also believe that inconvenience 
mi°‘ht arise from many Powers being called. upon to join in any administrative 
functions, hut they would submit, for the consideration oi thc Erench Government, 
whether it would not he desirable to enter into some communication with the other 
Powers as to tlie most desirable mode of dealing with a state of things which appears 
likely to interfere with the Eirmans of the Sultan and the international engagements 


of Egypt. 


I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 138. 

Sir A. Paget to Earl Granville—{Received January 31, 11'30 r.M.) 

(ToWnllic ) Kome ’ Jmnar, J 81 - 1882 ’ 6 ' 50 P - M .' 

V fife Excellency tolls mo lie lias not yet answered Turkish Circular respecting 

dual Declaration in Egypt, hut has sent an instruction to Italian Ambassadors m 
Berlin Vienna, St. Pctorsburgli, and Constantinople to tlio effect that it tlio 1 owois 
intend to make an identic reply to tlie Porte, the Italian^Government cannot agree to 
it if it is conceived in a mere [?] spirit of opposition to England and Pranec In tlio 
event, however, of any change occurring m Egypt at variance with established 
order of things, Italian Government would consider it the subject for European 
deliberation. 
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No. 139. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 1, 2*45 p.m.) 

(No. 31.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, February 1, 1882, noon. 

CHE RIP PASHA wrote yesterday to the Chamber, explaining the situation, and 
requesting it to formulate a basis of negotiation with the Powers. 

Meant im e the Chamber remains obstinate, insisting on the issue of a Decree 
sanctioning the Organic Law, with the vote of the Budget rested in the Chamber. 

Araby Bey has been to the President of the Chamber to say he insists upon this, 
and that if Clierif Pasha refuses, the Ministry must be changed. He menaces the 
Khedive, the Ministry, and the Chamber. 

Chdrif Pasha expects a deputation from the Chamber to-day, to demand his com¬ 
pliance or resignation ; and, in order to avoid danger to the Khedive, he says that he 
shall have to resign. 


No. 140. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 1, 4*15 P.M.) 

(No. 32.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, February 1,1882,1*30 P.M. 

CHERIP PASHA tells me that the only issue from the situation now is the 
immediate dispatch to Egypt of a Commission from the Porte, to be followed as 
soon as possible by a Turkish force. 

He says that armed intervention on our part could neither be threatened nor 
effected without the most serious danger to the European population, and a resistance 
which would lead to prolonged bloodshed. 

He thinks that by acting with tact, and accepting any Ministry the Chamber 
asks for, we can tide over the moment without public disturbance; but he is of opinion 
that as the army has again exercised dictatorship, there is no hope for the future, unless 
it be rendered powerless by force. 

The matter is urgent, and demands immediate attention. 

Clierif Pasha begs that his name in connection with the above advice may be kept 
secret. 


No. 141. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office , February 1, 1882. 

ASCERTAIN view of Preneh Government as to course indicated in SirE.Malet’s 
telegram No. 32 of to-day, omitting mention of Clierif Pasha’s name. 


No. 142. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 119. Extender.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 1, 1882. 

YOUR Excellency has already had repeated to you Sir E. Malet’s telegram 
of to day, respecting the present crisis in Egypt, arising out of the pretensions of the 
Notables in certain legislative matters, and 1 have to request that you will ascertain 
the view of the Prencli Government as to the course indicated in Sir E. Mulct's 
telegram, omitting any mention of Clierif Pasha’s name. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 
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No. 143. 

^ Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 2.) 

My Lord, . _ Paris, February 1, 1882. 

I SAW M. de Preycinet this afternoon for the first time since his accession to 
office yesterday. 

.1 spoke to him of your Lordship’s draft of an instruction to bo sent to the 
British and Prencn Ambassadors at Constantinople in answer to the observations of 
the Porte respecting the Anglo-Prench Declaration to the Khedive of Egypt. In 
pursuance of the instruction conveyed to me by your Lordship’s telegram of the day 
before yesterday, I told him that Her Majesty’s Government agreed to the amend¬ 
ments suggested by M. Gambctta in this draft, and thought them improvements. And 
I said to him that if he approved of the draft so modified, the instruction might, I 
presumed, bo sent by the Preneh and English Governments to their respective 
Ambassadors at Constantinople by the next courier. 

M. dc Preycinet promised to examine the matter without delay, and I left with 
him a Memorandum respecting it. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 144. 


Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(Telegraphic.) _ . Foreign Office, February 2, 1882, 3*15 p.m. 

I AM in communication with Prencli Government on subject of your telegram 
No. 32. 

Cherif’s name has not been mentioned. 

Do nothing to precipitate matters, but abstain from any encouragement that we, 
shall agree to abandonment of Sultan’s Pirmans and international engagements. 


No. 145. 

Earl Granville to the Earl of Dutfcrin. 

(No. 18.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, February 2, 1882, 4*30 p.m. 

PARAGRAPH No. 8 of my despatch No. 42 of the 2Gtli ultimo should run as 
follows from the words “ limitation of the Khedive’s authority ” to the end of the 
paragraph:— 

“ As existing in virtue of the Pirmans granted by the Sultans and communicated 
to the Powers, and might also result in an interference w’itli those international 
arrangements in which England and Prance are primarily interested by reason of their 
situation, and specially interested in virtue of the Decrees of the Khedive negotiated by 
and with them alone, by which they wore invited to reorganize the administration of 
the finances in Egypt, but to wdiicli the other Powders of Europe have also become 
parties.” 

In paragraph No. 4, substitute for words, “ I am ready in union with Prance,” the 
words, “The English and Prencli Governments intend.” 


No. 146. 

Earl Granville to the Earl of Dufferin. 

(No. 19.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, February 2, 1882, 5 P.M. 

YOU may act upon my despatch No. 42 of the 26th ultimo. 

Prencli Government have agreed to send a similar instruction to llicir Repre¬ 
sentative. 


[346] 
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No. 147. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 121.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 2, 1882. 

HER Majesty’s Government have liad under their consideration the Memorandum 
respecting the course to he pursued in Egypt, communicated to your Excellency on the 
29th ultimo, by M. Gambetta, and of which a copy is inclosed in your despatch No. 82 
of the 29th ultimo. 

It appears from M. Gambetta’s Memorandum that he agreed with Her Majesty’s 
in the necessity of maintaining the Law of Liquidation in its entirety, together with 
all other international obligations in Egypt. 

He seemed also disposed to concur with Her Majesty’s Government in considering 
that there were certain matters of local administration in which advantage could be 
taken of the services of the Notables, but objected to give them any authority over 
the higher police administration, the revenues of the Walds, and the military 
budget. 

Her Majesty’s Government are unable, without further information, to offer an 
opinion upon the classification of the Egyptian police, nor docs it appear to them that 
the Governments of England and France are called upon to interfere in the question of 
the Mussulman religious foundations in which they do not see that their interests 
are affected, and which would appear at first sight to he a matter with which the 
Chamber of Notables would be peculiarly competent to deal, but Her Majesty’s 
Government would be very unwilling to press any point which would tend to provoke 
religious fanaticism. 

Her Majesty’s Government apprehend that neither of these are questions upon 
which it rests with the Governments of England and France to give or withhold 
privileges, but if the Egyptian authorities are disposed to concede them they do not 
think that it is for them to object. 

With regard to the observations made by M. Gambetta on the subject of the 
military budget, it was certainly not the intention of Her Majesty’s Government to 
enlarge the scope of the authority of the Notables in respect of military expenditure 
so as to give them the power of arbitrarily increasing it without the consent of the 
Ministry and the Controllers. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 148. 

Earl Granville to Sir A. Paget. 

(No. 53.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 2, 1882. 

THE Italian Ambassador called upon mo this afternoon and repeated to me the 
substance of a telegram which he said that M. Mancini had addressed to Count Corti, 
the Italian Ambassador at Constantinople. 

It was to the effect that an agreement liad been come to by the Cabinets of 
Berlin, Rome, St. Petersburg, and Vienna, as to the course to be taken at Constanti¬ 
nople with regard to the Egyptian question. 

M. Mancini declared that in the view of the Italian Government, the step 
(“demarche”) to he taken in pursuance of this agreement was not such as to he 
antagonistic to the views of England and of France. The Italian Government 
presumed that in any opinion which they might eventually express on Egyptian affairs, 
the views of England and France would be found to be in conformity with those of the 
four Powers. They were confined in this expectation, so far as England was concerned, 
by the tenour of my despatch to Sir E. Malet of the 4th November last. Count Corti 
was authorized to make explanations to Lord Dufferin in this sense. 

I thanked General Menabroa for this communication, and told him that 
M. Mancini seemed to have correctly appreciated our views as being in accordance 
with my despatch of the 4th November to Sir E. Malet. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 
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No. 149. • 

The Earl of Dufferin to Earl Granville.—(Received February 2, 11*30 P.M.) 

(No. 25.) 

(Telegraphic.) Constantinople, February 2, 1882, 6*40 p.m. 

I HAVE just learned on good authority that the Representatives of Russia, 
Italy, Austria, and Germany made to-day at the Porte an identic verbal communica¬ 
tion, a copy of which was left in writing in the form of a pro-memorid. 

The communication purports to be a reply to that of the Porte, in which it con¬ 
veyed to the Governments in question its telegram to London and Paris concerning 
the identic note sent by the Powers [sic] to the Khedive. 

The communication of the four Powers states that the above Governments desire 
the preservation of the status quo in Egypt on the basis of the European arrangements 
and of the Firmans of the Sultan; and that they are of opinion that the status quo 
could not be modified except by an accord between the Great Powers and the Suzerain 
Power. 

It was Russia who first suggested an identic communication and drafted the 
original form of .words, which, however, were subsequently modified. 


No. 150. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 2, 11*30 P.M.) 

(No. 33.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, February 2, 1882, 7 P.M. 

MY French colleague and I were summoned by the Khedive this afternoon. 
Olidrif Pasha was at the Palace. 

The Khedive said that [a] deputation of the Chamber had been to him, and 
requested a change of Ministry. His Highness asked on what Law of the Chamber 
they founded their right to make the request. This they could not answer, but 
insisted on the change. They also presented a copy of the draft Organic Law of 
the Chamber, with the Budget Articles as drafted by the Chamber, and requested His 
Highness to sign, saying that the right to vote the Budget was not one for discussion 
with foreign Powers. His Highness said he would consider their requests, and 
dismissed them. 

The Khedive will convoke them this evening, and, stating that -he yields because 
he has no force to resist, will ask them to name the persons whom they desire as 
Ministers, at all events, the President and His Highness will appoint those mentioned. 
He will refuse to sign the Law, leaving the question over for the future Ministry. 


No. 151. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 3, 11*45 A.M.) 

(No. 34.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, February 3, 1882, 11 A.M. 

NO understanding was come to last night between the Khedive and the deputa¬ 
tion of the Chamber. . . 

The deputation refused to suggest any names for the new Ministry, saying that, 
the selection was the prerogative of His Highness. 


No. 152. 


Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No 35 ) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, February 3, 1882, 1*45 P.M. 

THE “ Times ” f nves this morning account of a supposed conversation between 
M. Freycinot and M. Gambetta, containing following paragraph: 

“ Lastly, as regards Egypt, M. Gambetta reminded M. de Freycinet that he had 
proposed, and that England‘had readily accepted, the project of an aimed intervention 








by the two Powers in the event of Egypt falling into anarchy. The procedure of that 
intervention had been settled in concert, and it was such that, while constituting an 
efficient co-operation on the part of the two Powers, yet all possibility of conflict was 
averted by the conditions laid down for their joint action. The troops intended for 
the purpose were scattered among the different garrisons of the south of Erance, and 
they were ready to he, so to speak, picked up at once, and sent off to Egypt, where 
they would form a sufficient contingent to co-operate with the English troops. The 
two Powers were, moreover, agreed as to what should he regarded as an anarchical 
situation, as for instance, the fall of Clidrif Pasha, if he resisted the demands of the 
Assembly of Notables, or his maintenance in office after having submitted, in order to 
remain in office, to these same demands.” 

Can you explain this extraordinary statement ? 


No. 163. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 3, 12*45 p.m.) 

(No. .) 

(Telegraphic.) Paris, February 3, 1882, 11*40 A.M. 

EGYPT: I have shown M. de Ereycinet your despatch No. 110 a of the 30th 
ultimo. He asks for a copy. Do you authorize me to give him one ? Please answer 
by telegraph. 


No. 154. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 3, 2*30 P.M.) 

(No. 16.) 

(Telegraphic.) Paris, February 3, 1882, 12*45 P.M. 

YOUR telegram No. 29 of the 1st instant. 

M. de Ereycinet has not yet had time to make himself as well acquainted with 
the Egyptian question as to be ready to offer any suggestion. As at present advised, 
he is much disinclined to any armed intervention, whether of England and Erance 
together, or of either alone. He is strongly opposed to any intervention of the 
Porte. 

He read me a telegram from the Ercnch Agent at Cairo, reporting an interview 
between himself, Sir E. Malet, the Khedive, and others at the Palace, at which it 
seemed to have been settled that the Khedive was to allow, or even to call upon, the 
Notables to impose a Ministry upon him. 

M. de Ereycinet did not, however, think that affairs at Cairo were in such a state 
as to render active intervention imperative. 


« No. 155. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 3, 2*15 p.m.) 

(No. 35.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo , February 3, 1882, 12*45 p.m. 

THE Khedive has sent to inform me that the deputation of the Chamber having 
this morning stated that the Chamber desired that Mahmoud Pasha Sarny, now 
Minister of War, should be appointed President of the Council, His Highness intends 
to name him. 


No. 15G. 

Earl Granville to the Earl of Dufferin.* 

(No. 21.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, February 3, 1882, 3*50 P.M. 

ACCOUNT in to-day’s “ Times ” by their Paris correspondent of a supposed 
conversation between M. Ereycinet and M. Gambetta must be imaginary as far as the 
statements respecting Egypt aro concerned. 

* Also to Sir E. Thornton (No. 11), Sir II. Elliot (No. 8), Lord Ainnthill (No. 10), Sir A. I'oget (No. 10), 
and Sir E. Malet (No. 25). 






No. 156*. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 123. Extender.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 3, 1882. 

I HAVE to inform your Excellency, in reply to your telegram of this day, that 
you are authorized to comply with the request of M. de Ereycinet to be furnished with 
a copy of my despatch No. 110a, of the 30th July last, respecting the Egyptian 
question. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 157. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—{Received February 3, 10*30 p.m.) 


(No. 36. Secret.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, February 3, 1882, 7 p.m. 

MY telegram, Secret, of the 1st instant. 

The Khedive has spoken to-day to Sir A. Colvin in precisely the same sense as 
Chdrif Pasha spoke to me, adding that it was urgent that action should be taken by 
the Porte before the fanatical feeling against Europeans which was being roused by 
the party now in power should produce [ ]. 

The Khedive said that Sultan Pasha, President of the Chamber, on being 
reproached by His Highness for his participation in the demands of the Chamber, had 
replied that he had acted through bodily fear. 

Chdrif Pasha has told Sir A. Colvin that the Porte has been kept informed of all 
that has taken place, and that a request has been made, three days since, that the 
Imperial Commissioner who came in October should be sent to Cairo now. 


No. 158. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—{Received February 3, 10*30 P.M.) 

(No. 16.) 

(Telegraphic.) Paris, February 3,1882, 7*15 P.M. 

YOUR telegram No. 33 of to-day. 

M. de Ereycinet says that “il n’est pour rien ni en rien dans ce recit, dont il ignore 
absolument la source.” 


No. 159. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—{Received February 4.) 

(No. 96. Extender.) 

My Lord, Paris, February 3, 1882. 

J I SHOWED M. de Ereycinet this morning your Lordship’s despatch No. 110 A 
of the 30th ultimo, and explained to him that it was written in answer to an 
invitation from M. Gambetta, for an exchange of views respecting the Egyptian 
question, but had, of course, not reached me in time to be communicate41 to him before 
he wont out of office. 

M. de Ereycinet read it attentively, but observed that ho had not yet had time to 
make himself fully acquainted with the Egyptian question, although he was engaged 
in studying it. no was, therefore, he said, unable to make off-hand remarks 
upon the contents of the despatch, and would bo much obliged to me if I would 
furnish him with a copy of it. 

On my return home, I at once asked your Lordship, by telegraph, whether you 
authorized me to do so. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


[346] 
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No. 160. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 4.) 

E 

ffv M BXtenier ' ) Paris, Felrmry 3,1882. 

' THIS mornine;, in obedience to the instruction conveyed to me l)y your Lordship 3 
telegram o£ the day before yesterday (No. 29), I informed M. de Preycmet that 
your Lordship was anxious to ascertain the views ot the French Government with 

regard to recent events at Cairo. . 

M. de Ereycinet answered tliat having been only a few days m office, lie was 
not so thoroughly acquainted with the state of Egypt as to he ahlc to offer any definite 

SUag Qn two points, however, he would not, he said, hesitate to express, in general 

t^He was^much^diJnclined to any armed intervention in Egypt, whether by Erance 

and England together, or by either separately. , * ,, p . 

He was also strongly opposed to any intervention on the part of the ^ 0lte - 
His Excellency proceeded to read to me a telegram which he had just receiv 
from M. Sienkiewicz, the Erencli Agent at Cairo. It stated that M. de S e - 
kiewicz himself and Sir Edward Malet had been summoned to the Palace by 
the Khedive, and had, if I recollect right, met there Client Pacha and some of th 
Notables • and it went on to say that it had been arranged that the Khedive 
Suffer, or, indeed, invite, the Chamber of Notables to impose a Ministry 

° n de Ereycinet observed that this undoubtedly indicated a very serious 

and unsatisfactory state of things, but that still it did not seem to him that the active 
intervention of Erance and England was imperative at this moment ^ 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 161. 

E Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.— (Received February 4.) 

M°Lord Paris, February 3, 1382. 

y M HE EREYCINET asked me this evening what meaning was to be attached 
to the*reservation which Her Majesty’s Government had made when they assented 
to the draft Declaration to the Khedive of Egypt proposed by M. Gambetta. 

I said that I presumed that Her Majesty’s Government were to be understood as 
reserving to themselves, as a matter of course, the right to determine whether action 
in Egypt was necessary, and as specially guarding themselves against being suppo 
to have pledged themselves by accepting the draft to any particular mode of acti n, 
if action should, in fact, bo found by them to be necessary. < 

M. de Ereycinet said this was the sense m which ho himself understood the re¬ 
servation, but that it had been argued that Her Majesty’s Government had committed 
themselves to action in principle, and had only declined to commit themselves bcfoie- 

h nK“;r^ f ed C br m e, in pursuance of your Lordship's. onto, 
in a letter which I wrote to M. Gambetta on the 6th January, and of which I inclosed 
a conv in mv despatch to your Lordship, No. 17, of the same day. 

Your Lordship will recollect that the wording was as follows : “ with the reserva¬ 
tion that they must not bo considered as committing themselves thereby to any 
particular mode of action, if action should bo found necessary. &c 

(Signed) LYONS. 






No. 162. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 4, 11‘45 A.M.) 

(No. 38.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, February 4, 1882,11 A.M. 

VICE-CONSUL MAIN reports from Damietta that great activity is being dis¬ 
played in putting all the coast fortresses in an efficient state. 


No. 163. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received February 4, 3*47 P.M.) 

(No. 3.) 

(Telegraphic.) Vienna, February 4, 1882, 1*45 p.m. 

COUNT KALNOKY says that he instructed the Austrian Ambassador at Con¬ 
stantinople to hold the same language he had held to mo, expressing the wish of 
Austria for the maintenance in Egypt of the status quo, which could not be changed 
without the general concurrence of the Powers. 


No. 164. 

Earl Granville to Lord Ampthill. 

(No. 52.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 4,1882. 

THE German Ambassador called upon me this afternoon, and we had some conver¬ 
sation on Egyptian affairs. 

I told him that our last accounts were not favourable, that Araby Bey and the 
military party seemed to have gained complete ascendency, and that there was some 
ground lor suspecting that Araby Bey himself was a tool in the hands of others, and was 
working in the interest of the ex-Khedive. 

I said that our desire was to act in union with Erance; that we were in communica¬ 
tion with the French Government as to the course to be pursued, but that the new 
Ministry naturally required a little time before coming to any decision. 

I alluded to the statement which had yesterday appeared in the “Times” of a 
supposed conversation between M. de Ereycinet and M. Gambetta, and said that it must 
be inaccurate as far as the portion relating to Egypt was concerned, far that no arrange¬ 
ment or even proposal had been made for a joint occupation of Egypt by England and 
France. 

Count Munster asked me whether there was any truth in the report published this 
morning in the “ Morning Post,” that a proposal had been made to us by the French 
Government that each country should send a force of 8,000 men to Egypt, and that we 
had declined it. 

I said that this was also untrue. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 105. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 4, 11*30 P.M.) 

(No. 39.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, February 4, 1882, 5 p.m. 

SIR A. COLVIN requests me to send the following:— 

“Ismail Ayoub, Minister-designate of Finance, came to mo this morning, and 
said he had been asked to take the Finance Ministry, but had obtained Mahmoud 
Sarny Pasha’s leave to speak to M. do Blignibres and mo first, no had seen the draft 
programme of the Ministry, which respected all Conventions, hut accepted [sic] the 
right of the Chamber to vote the Budget. He was assured that European officials 
would not ho sent away merely because they were Europeans, though the Ministry 
reserved to itself the right to inquire into the conduct of affairs in the European 
Administrations, as in all others. 

“ I replied that my Government had declined to accede to the Chamber’s claim 
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to vote the Budget, and that if the programme of the new Cabinet disregarded the 
expressed views of my Government, it would be a question for me whether I could 
continue to assist at the meetings of the Cabinet. 

“ He then said that he looked to me to use the same good services that I had 
rendered on the 9th September, and to try and assist in an arrangement. 

“ I said it was then a question between the Viceroy and Egypt, but now between 
Egypt and England, and that I must refer him to Sir E. Malet. 

“ He asked if I thought that England would agree to negotiate on the Budget 
question, supposing that the new Cabinet reserved that question. 

“ I said that I could not reply; but I should suppose, in any case, that until the 
new Cabinet was definitively formed, and its programme known, the English Govern¬ 
ment would decline any discussion. I added that no reply had been received from 
London to a request made by Cherif Pasha, through Sir E. Malet, in regard to nego¬ 
tiations on this subject. I then advised him [to use] caution in committing himself 
personally to a Cabinet which ignored Agreements concluded with the Powers. 

“ He thanked me, and added that if no Cabinet could be formed, order would be 
endangered. 

“ I said that this was the business of Mahmoud Sarny Pasha, who had undertaken 
to form a Cabinet.” 


Ho. 166. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 5.) 

(No. 40.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, February 5, 1882, 9 a.m. 

THE following is the new Ministry:— 

Mahmoud Pasha Sami, President and Interior ; Ali Pasha Sadik, Einance; Araby 
Bey, War; Moustapha Pasha Eelimi, Foreign Affairs; Hassan Pasha Clierei, Vacoufs; 
Mahmoud Bey Eelimi, Public Works; Abdalla Pasha Eikri, Public Instruction. 


No. 167. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 6.) 

(No. 43.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 30,1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith a copy of a Memorandum, dated the 
27th instant, which M. Sienlciewicz and I have given to Cherif Pasha. It sets forrh the 
grounds on which the contention is based, that the Chamber cannot vote the Budget 
without infringing the Decrees establishing the Control, and it goes on to say that an 
innovation of the nature proposed by the Chamber cannot be introduced without the 
assent of the English and French Governments. 

In order not to close the door to a possible understanding, we added that if the 
Government of the Khedive deemed fit to open negotiations on the subject, we were 
prepared to transmit its proposals to our respective Governments, but that we considered 
that such a negotiation would be on the understanding that the Government and the 
Chamber were agreed with regard to the rest of the proposed Organic Law. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 167. 

Memorandum. 

LE Decret du 18 Novembre, 1876, rfeglc la procedure du Budget et determine quelles 
autoritds doivent intervenir taut pour le preparer que pour ie voter. 

Aux termes de 1*Article de ce Decret le Budget est prepare par le Ministrc dcs 
Finances ct les deux Controleurs-Generaux. Le Conscil des Ministres, apres Favour 
discute de concert avec les Controleurs, le soumet a l’approbation du Khddive; il n’est 
fait aucune mention de la Chambre des Notables qui, cependant, existait deja. 

Le Contrhle fut suppriuie lors de la constitution du Ministere Mixte, mais par une 
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note officielle adressee le 31 Mars, 1879, aux Agents d’Angleterre et de France, le 
Gouvernement Egvptien s’est engage au cas ou il modifierait l’organisation des Ministries 
des Finances et des Travaux Publics, & retablir le Contrdle dans les conditions du Decret 
du 18 Novembre, 1876. 

Par Decret du 4 Septembre, 1879, le Contr61e a 4t6 retabli. Puis, le Gouvernement 
ayant voulu modifier les attributions des Controleurs, il reconnait lui-m&me, ce qui, du 
reste, etait dc toute evidence, qu’il ne pouvait le faire qu’avec l’assentiment des Gouverne- 
ments Anglais et Franqais. Cet assentiment fut donne et est mentionnd dans le Decret 
du 15 Novembre, 1879. A cette dpoque, les deux Gouvernements se sont m&me reserves 
la faculte de revenir sur le consentemem qu’ils donnaient et ont expressdment stipuld 
“ la possibility d’un retour eventuel aux dispositions contenues dans le Decret du 
18 Novembre, 1876, relativement aux attributions des Controleurs-Generaux.” (Note des 
Agents de France et de la Grande Bretagne en date du 15 Novembre, 1879.) 

Aujourd’hui la Chambre des Ddiyguds demande a coop^rer dans une certaine mesure 
& l’examen et au vote du Budget. 

Une innovation aussi grave ne peut 6tre introduite sans l’assentiment des Gouverne¬ 
ments Anglais et Fram^ais. 

Dans le cas ou le Gouvernement du Khedive jugerait it propos d’ouvrir des negocia- 
tions, h l’effet d’obtenir quelque modification au regime existant, les Agents de la France 
et de la Grande Bretagne seraient disposes & transmettre ses propositions 5 leurs 
Gouvernements respectifs. Ils estiment, toutefois, qu’une negociation de cette nature 
supposerait une entente parfaite entre le Ministere et la Chambre sur tous les autres 
points du R^glement Organique de la Chambre. 

(Signe) EDWARD B. MALET. 
SIENKIEWICZ. 

Le Caire, le 27 Janvier, 1882. 


No. 168. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 6.) 

(No. 44. Political.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 30, 1882. 

IN my despatch No. 36 of the 23rd instant I had the honour to inclose a copy of 
an amended draft of the Organic Law to ho submitted to the Council of Ministers; I 
have noAV the honour to inclose a copy of the Law as finally passed by the Council. 

Cherif Pasha has informed me this morning that forty-eight out of fifty-two 
Articles contained in the Law have been agreed to by the Committee of the Chamber 
in conversation with him. The four Articles on which no understanding lias been 
arrived at being those connected with the Budget (Nos. 30 to 33 inclusive). The 
Committee has stated that the Law cannot be accepted with the omission of these 
Articles, and it asks Cherif Pasha to enter into negotiations with the two Powers, and 
to urge them to accede to the proposition of the Chamber, which his Excellency states 
to be as follows :— 

Delegates of the Chamber, in equal numbers to the Ministers, to participate with, 
the Ministry in the examination and vote of the Budget. In caso of an equal division 
of votes, the Chamber to be dissolved, and the Budget as voted by the Ministry to be 
executive ad interim. 

Cherif Pasha asked me if I would consult your Lordship on this proposal. I 
replied that in so serious a matter it would not bo possible for me to bo certain of 
laying the proposal correctly before your Lordship, unless it wore formulated in writing, 
but that if this were done I would transmit it. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


[For Inclosure, see Inclosuro in Sir E. Malet’s No. 65 of February 13, 1882: 

infra, No. 269.] 
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No. 169. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 6.) 

{No. 45. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Cairo, January 30, 1882. 

WITH reference to my immediately preceding despatch. No. 44 of this day, and 
to Clierif Pasha’s statement recorded in it, that he is in agreement with the Committee 
of the Chamber regarding forty-eight Articles out of the fifty-two of the draft of the 
Organic Law, I have reason to believe that the agreement is not so complete as repre¬ 
sented. The impression left upon other hearers of the debate which took place 
between Chdrif Pasha and the Committee was that the Article with reference to 
Ministerial responsibility had been again modified, and that the Article with regard to 
the initiative of laws was reserved for further study. 

When I saw Clierif Pasha this morning, ho said that he was wearied out with the 
difficulties which beset him, and that his physical strength would not last much longer 
unless the tension of the situation diminished. 

Many persons believe that it is the design of the Chamber and of the Minister of 
War to bring about Chdrif Pasha’s resignation, and nearly all believe that a settle¬ 
ment is still distant. The general feeling, indeed, is that rest cannot be restored to 
the country until the military clement is subdued, that this can only be done by 
armed occupation, and that the suzerain Power, acting at the behest of Europe and 
within limits clearly laid down, is the only means of action which would not lead to 
much wider complications. 

It is impossible for those who are in Egypt to have an accurate knowledge of the 
various interests which compose the materials necessary to judge of the result of any 
particular course of action, and I merely venture to record the general feeling here in 
order that your Lordship may be acquainted with the local opinion. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 170. 

Sir A. Paget to Earl Granville.—(Received February 6.) 

(No. 30.) 

My Lord, Rome, February 1,1882. 

IN reply to an inquiry which I made in the course of my interview with 
M. Mancini yesterday, his Excellency informed me that he had not yet answered the 
Circular of the Porte relative to the recent declaration made by England and Prance 
to the Khedive, but he said that he had sent an instruction to the King’s Ambassadors 
in Berlin, St. Petersburgh, Vienna, and Constantinople upon this subject. 

This instruction was to the effect that, if the Powers had the intention to make 
an identic reply to the Circular of the Porte, the Italian Government could not be a 
party to it, if it should be conceived in a spirit of opposition, or an unfriendly spirit to 
the position now occupied by England and Prance towards Egypt. The Italian 
Government fully adhered to the principles laid down by the British Government in 
the despatch of the 4th November to Sir E. Malet, but in the event of any change 
occurring in Egypt at variance with the order of things as established by the Sultan’s 
Birmans, &c., the Italian Government would consider it to be a subject for European 
deliberation. 

I understood from M. Mancini that he had charged General Menabrea to make 
your Lordship acquainted with the tenour of this instruction. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) A. PAGET. 


No. 171. 

Lord Ampthill to Earl Granville.—(Received February 6.) 
j (No. 32. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Berlin, February 3, 1882. 

SINCE receiving your Lordship’s despatch No. 13, Confidential, of the 10th 
ultimo, recounting a conversation with Count Herbert Bismarck, in which he stated the 


views of the Chancellor on Egypt and the East in similar terms to those which I used 
in my despatch No. 481, Secret, of the 20th December last, the Chancello 
has likewise repeated his account of what passed between himself and the Turkish 
Envoys to Mr. Goschen, who is here on a visit to his Berlin friends. 

The Chancellor, however, appears to have omitted that portion of his communica¬ 
tion which related to Egypt in conversing with Mr. Goschen, who tells me that he 
found Count Hatzfeldt equally reserved on the subject whenever allusion was made to 
present events in Egypt. 

Count Hatzfeldt, whom I questioned to-day as to the truth of the telegrams in 
this morning’s newspapers from Cairo, professed not to have read them, and made no 
allusion to the communication of the three allied Northern Powers at Constanti¬ 
nople, reported in Lord Dufferin’s telegram to your Lordship No. 25 of yesterday, 
according to which the Porte is informed that those Governments desire the preserva¬ 
tion of the status quo in Egypt on the basis of the European arrangements, and of the 
Birmans of the Sultans, and are of opinion that the status quo cannot be modified except 
by an accord between the Great Powers and the suzerain Power. This commu¬ 
nication appears to me to confirm the impression I had occasion to submit to your 
Lordship, that it is the intention of the allied Northern Powers to support the Sultan’s 
wish for the establishment of a European in preference to an exclusively Anglo-French 
Protectorate of Egyptian interests, and for an exclusively Turkish in preference to a 
joint or mixed military occupation of Egyptian territory. 

T linvp foo 

(Signed) ’ AMPTHILL.' 


No. 172. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 6.) 

(No. 102.) 

My Lord, Paris, February 4, 1882. 

HAVING been authorized by your Lordship to furnish M. do Breycinet, in com¬ 
pliance with his request, with a copy of your Lordship’s despatch No. 110 a of the 
30th ultimo respecting the affairs of Egypt, I have this morning sent a copy of it to 
his Excellency. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 173. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 6.) 

(No. 103.) 

My Lord, Paris , February 4, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inform your Lordship that I have this day addressed 
a note verbale to the French Government in the terms of your Lordship’s despatch 
No. 121 of the 2nd instant respecting M. Gambetta’s Memorandum on the attributions 
of the Egyptian Chamber of Notables. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 174. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 6.) 

(No. 104.) 

My Lord, Paris, February 5,1882. 

I HAVE just time to send to your Lordship by this post the inclosed copies of 
t.wo telegrams from M. Sienkiewicz, the French Agent at Cairo, which have been 
communicated to me by M. do Breycinet. 

His Excellency thinks the English and French Agents should be instructed to send 
home the text of the note which is to be addressed to them, and an exact statement of 
tlio attributions claimed by the Chamber of Notables ; that they should bo informed 
that no opinion can be formed by their Governments until this information is received, 
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and should he directed to do nothing to commit their Governments in the meantime, 
and to act in concert with each other. 

He "begged me to ask your Lordship whether you approved this answer, and to 
heg you to let him have a reply early to-morrow. 

In the meantime he should, he said, simply acknowledge the receipt of 
M. de Sienkiewicz’ telegrams, and inform him that he was in communication -with 
Her Majesty’s Government respecting them. 

He thought it better not to make any answer at present to the suggestion that 
the two Governments should themselves invite the intervention of the other Powers. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 174 
M. de Sienkieivicz to M. de Freycinet. 

(Tel6grapliique.) Le Caire, le 4 Fevrier , 1882. 

J’AI re§u communication d’une note quo le nouveau Gouvernement compterait 
adresser aux Rcpresentants de Prance et d’Angleterre, pour les prier d’arreter, 
d’un commun accord avec le Ministre des Affaires Etrangbrcs du Gouvernement, les 
attributions budgdtaires de la Cliambre. Les obligations contractecs par Convention 
Internationale seraient garanties, tout en ne portant plus atteinte aux droits incontes- 
tables, dignity, et inddpendance de la Chambre. 

On a sounds au Cousul-Gcneral d’ltalie le texte meme de cette note qu’il a, du 
reste, approuvee. Les Rcpresentants des autres Grandcs Puissances dcmandcront plus 
tard a etre consultes. J’ai tout lieu de douter que dans les circonstances actuelles 
nous puissions empeclier d’autres Gouvernements de s’ingdrer dans les affaires Egyp- 
tiennes, et particulibrement en ce qui concerne la Loi de Liquidation. Neserait-il 
pas plus opportun de ne pas attendro et do provoquer cette immixtion ? Peut-etre 
scrait-ce une solution ? M. le Consul-General de Sa Majeste Britanniquc m’a, du reste, 
annoneb que vous ne jugiez pas une intervention necessaire. 

Je serai oblige a votre Excellence de vouloir bien m’indiqucr l’attitude que je 
devrais, a l’occasion, tenir vis-a-vis du nouveau Ministbre. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 174. 

M. de Sienkiewicz to M. de Freycinet. 

(Tdldgrapliique.) Le Caire, le 5 Fevrier, 1882. 

ON m’a fait savoir quo l’on a lbdigd un nouveau texte pour la piece dont je vous 
ai deja parle. 

Rien de chang'd, d’ailleurs, dans le fond. 


No. 175. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February C, 10'30 A.M.) 

(No. 41.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, February G, 1882, 9'15 a.m. 

THE programme of the new Ministry is published. It contains the usual promises 
to respect international engagements. The following passage occurs:—“ The first act 
of the new Cabinet will bo to cause to be sanctioned an Organic Law of the Chamber of 
Delegates. This Law will respect all rights and all obligations of a private or interna¬ 
tional character, as well as all engagements relative to the Public Debt and to the 
charges which the latter impose on the Budget of the State.” 
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No. 176. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 6, 11 A.M.) 

(No. 42.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo , February 6, 1882, 10*20 A.m. 

MY telegram No. 41 of to-day. 

Notwithstanding the promises of the Ministerial programme, I believe it to be the | 

intention of the Government to issue the Organic Law immediately with the Budget 
Articles drawn up by the Chamber. 


No. 177. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 41.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, February G, 1882, 2 p.m. 

YOUR despatch No. 104. 

We concur in answer proposed by M. de Ereycinet. I am about to send a further 
important telegram to you. 


No. 178. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, February G, 1882, 5 r.M. 

11ER Majesty’s Government understand from your despatch No. OS that the 
Erench Government, while agreeing on some of the points raised by my despatch 
No. 110 a of the 30tli ultimo, are not yet prepared to make suggestions. Her Majesty’s 
Government would have been glad to know the opinion of the Ercnch Government 
before making any proposal, but they give due weight to the short time which M. de 
Ereycinet has had to consider this important question. 

The news from Egypt docs not excite apprehension of early disorder or anarchy; 
but wc are arrived at a crisis when the state of things established by the Eirmans of 
the Sultan, and the international engagements of Egypt with England and Erance, 
and with them and other Powers, run a risk of encroachment. 

Her Majesty’s Government arc informed that the answer of the four Powers to 
the protest of the Sultan was based on a recognition of existing arrangements in 
Egypt. 

Her Majesty’s Government would propose that the two Governments should 
communicate with the other Powers to know whether they would bo disposed to 
exchange ideas as to the best mode of dealing with the affairs of Egypt on the basis of 
the maintenance of the rights of the Sovereign and of the Khedive in Egypt, of the 
liberties of the Egyptian people as secured by the Eirmans of the Sultan, and the strict 
observance of the international engagements of Egypt. 

Her Majesty’s Government do not sec that a ease of intervention has at present 
arisen, since tho intention is declared to maintain those international engagements. 
But should it arise, their wish ivould be that it should represent the united action and 
authority of Europe, and they think the Sultan ought then to be a party to any 
proceedings or discussions. 


No. 179. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville .— (Received February 6, b p.m.) 

(No. 43. Secret.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, February 6, 1882, 2’40 p.m. 

THE Khedive has, this morning, told me the following :— 

The Porte had instructed him not to accept Clidrif Pasha’s resignation, and 
stated that if His Highness had already accepted it, he was to reinstate him. His 
Highness had replied that he had no power to reinstate Cherif Pasha. The Porte had 
asked him whether ho could dissolve the Chamber; His Highness had answered that 
lie could not. 

[3461 2 C 
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.The German Agent liad complained to the Khedive that His Highness had not 
sent for him at the same time as my French colleague and me to consult about the 
change of Ministry. 

The Austrian Agent had told His Highness that, at Constantinople, there was an 
endeavour to arrive at an understanding between the Powers enabling the Porte to act 
within prearranged limits. 


N o. 180. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 30.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, February 6, 1882, 6*20 P.H. 

FRENCH Government have communicated to Lord Lyons the telegrams sent by 
the French Agent in Egypt to his Government on the 4th and 5tli instant relative to 
a note which the Egyptian Government proposed to address to the Representatives of 
England and France as to the functions of the Chamber in regard to the 
Budget. The text of this note is said to have been seen and approved by the Italian 
Agent. 

If your French colleague has not already communicated these telegrams to you, 
ask him to do so. 


No. 181. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 31.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, February 6, 1882, 6'30 r.M. 

WITH reference to my telegram No. 30 of this day, you should send home text 
of note which is to be addressed to you and your French colleague, together with an 
exact statement of the attributions claimed by the Chamber of Notables. No opinion 
can be formed by Her Majesty’s Government until this information is received. You 
should do nothing to commit Her Majesty’s Government in the meantime, and you 
should act in concert with the French Agent. 

A similar instruction is being sent to your French colleague. 


No. 182. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 39. Extender.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 6 , 1882. 

I LEARN that the Egyptian Government proposes to address a note to the 
Representatives of England and'France relative to the functions of the Chamber in regard 
to the Budget, and I have to instruct you to send home the text of this note together with 
an exact statement of the attributions claimed by the Chamber of Notables. Until this 
information is in the hands of Her Majesty’s Government they can form no opinion on the 
question at issue; but you should do nothing in the meantime to commit them, and you 
should act in concert with the French Agent, to whom a similar instruction has been 
addressed by his Government. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 183. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 130. Extender.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 6, 1882. 

HER Majesty’s Government have had under their consideration your Excellency’s 
despatch No. 104 of the 5th instant, respecting the note intended to be addressed to the 
British and French Agents at Cairo by the new Egyptian Government in regard to the 
attributes claimed by the Chamber of Notables; and I have to state to your Excellency 


that Her Majesty’s Government concur in the answer which M. de Freycinet proposes 
should be returned to Sir E. Malet and his French colleagues on this subject. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 184. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 131. Extender.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February G, 1882. 

I HAVE received and laid before the Queen your Excellency’s despatch No. 98 of 
the 3rd instant, reporting your communication with M. de Freycinet on the subject of the 
present state of affairs in Egypt. Her Majesty’s Government understand from it that the 
French Ministry, while agreeing with them on some of the points raised by my despatch 
No. 1 10 a of the 30th ultimo, are not yet prepared to make suggestions as to the course 
to be pursued. Her Majesty’s Government would have been glad to know the opinion 
of the French Government upon the main points of the question before themselves making 
any practical proposal, but they give due weight to the short period which M. de Freycinet 
has had to consider this important subject. 

The reports at present received from Egypt are not of a nature to excite apprehensions 
of early disorder or anarchy. But matters seem to have reached a crisis, when the order 
of things established by the Firmans of the Sultan, and by the international engagements 
of Egypt, whether with England and France alone, or with all the Powers, is exposed to a 
risk of encroachment. 

Her Majesty’s Government are informed that the answer of the four Powers to the 
recent Protest of the Porte against the joint Anglo-French Declaration is based on a 
recognition of existing arrangements in Egypt. 

Her Majesty’s Government would propose that France and England should commu¬ 
nicate with the other Powers, and should ascertain whether they would be willing to enter 
upon an exchange of views as to the best mode of dealing with the affairs of Egypt on the 
basis of the maintenance of the rights of the Sovereign, of the liberties of the Egyptian 
people as secured by the Firmans of the Sultan, and the strict observance of the 
international engagements of Egypt. 

Her Majesty’s Government do not consider that a case for intervention has at present 
arisen, since on the part of the Notables and the new Government the intention is avowed 
to maintain international engagements. But should the necessity arise, it would be their 
wish that such intervention should represent the united action and authority of Europe. 

In that event it would also, in their opinion, be right that the Sultan should be a 
party to any proceedings or discussions that might ensue. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 185. 

Earl Granville to. Lord Lyons. 

(No. 132.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 6 , 1882. 

HER Majesty’s Government approve the language which your Excellency hold to 
M. do Freycinet, as reported in your despatch No. 99 of the 3rd instant, in regard to 
the reservation made by them when they assented to the draft Declaration to the 
Khedive of Egypt proposed by M. Gambetta, 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 186. 

Earl Granville to Sir E, Malet. 

(No. 38.) 

Foreign Office , February 6, 1882. 

I APPROVE the course adopted by you as reported in your despatch No. 33 of 
the 23rd ultimo with regard to the claim of the Chamber of Notables to vote the 
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Budget, as well as tlie language which you held to Sultan Pasha on the subject of the 

counter-project of Organic Law drawn lip by that body. 

1 d I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 187. 


Earl Granville to Sir A. Paget. 

(No. 61.) Foreign Office, February 6, 1882. 

TIIE Italian Ambassador this afternoon reverted to the declaration made by the 
Italian, Russian, Austrian, and German Governments at Constantinople, and said that 
his Government had from the first declared their desire that its terms should not be of 
a character antagonistic to what they understood to be the views of England. 

He spoke of the joint Declaration made by the English and trench Governments 
to the Khedive, and said that it had excited some sensation and alarm. 

I said that I was aware that this had been the case, though I could not sec that 
there was anything in the Declaration itself to occasion apprehension. There had no 
doubt been reports in the press, very circumstantially and persistently repeated, ot 
discussions and arrangements between the two Powers for active intervention m Egypt, 
and measures of occupation. These reports, which were quite devoid of foundation, 
had, I thought, contributed to give to the Declaration a significance which it did not in 

^ Sel The Italian Government had been good enough to state their satisfaction at the 
views expressed in my despatch to Sir E. Malet of the 4tli November, which had been 
communicated to Olidrif Pasha and published in Egypt That despatch had indeed met 
with a favourable reception both in Egypt and generally on the continent. It was at 
the time, and it still remained a faithful exposition of the policy of Her Majesty s 
Government. It expressed their desire for the maintenance and development of the 
institutions with which the country had been endowed by the Sultan s 1'irmans, and by 
the action of the Control, and for the preservation of the connection with the I orte. It 
stated that the only event which could cause a modification of tlieir present policy was 
the occurrence in Egypt of a state of anarchy, and that Her Majesty’s Government 
looked to the Khedive and his Government and to the good sense of the Egyptian 

neonle to avert such a contingency. . , ^ e 

P 1 Between the date of the despatch and that of the joint Declaration the power of 
the military party had increased in a manner to justify uneasiness. It was clear that 
the movement, though not necessarily objectionablo if kept within proper bounds, might 
have very prejudicial results if not so restricted; the Khedive himself appeared to take 
this view, and although he made no application for assistance lie was, according o our 
accounts anxious and inclined to take a gloomy view of the situation There had been 
rumours of a division of opinion between the Erencli and English Governments, and 
M Gambctta proposed that to remove any such impression the two Governments should 
make a joint communication to the Khedive. To this we had agreed, ilie termsid. 
the Declaration were drawn up by the Erencli Government. It was nceessai dy didci _ ^ 



or went beyond the statements contained in my despatch. 

JL tllTlj o6C. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 188. 

Sir E. Thornton to Earl Granville.—(Received February 6, 11 r.M.) 

(Telegraphic.') Petershur 9 h > Fehruar 'J °> 1882 \ ' 40 

M. DE GIERS to-day spoke to me about Egypt. lie considered it a 

European question, and said that he had instructed the Ltiissian Ambassador at Con¬ 
stantinople to give the verbal answer delivered to the lprtc on the .nd instant. lie 
denied that the Russian Government had taken the initiative, but said that they had 
merely desired him to inquiro of his three colleagues what they were gom 0 to do, and. 


if their instructions were similar, to act with them. He said that Assim Pasha had 
remarked upon the word “ suzerain,” and said it should have been “ sovereign.” 
M. de Giers was not of this opinion, but had not thought it expedient to discuss the 
question with the Porte. 

His Excellency expressed his hope that, if it were necessary to take steps to 
preserve order in Egypt, England would, not do so without the consent of the other 
Powers, but by tlieir delegation. He said, however, that Russia had disapproved of 
the recent mission from Turkey to Egypt, and had endeavoured to prevent it; and 
would still more strongly deprecate any Turkish force being sent there. 


No. 189. 

Earl Granville to the Earl of Duferin. 

(No. 36.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office , February 7, 1882. 

MY despatch No. 42 of the 26th ultimo : Egypt. 

Present Erench Government have not yet agreed to the draft approved by 
M. Gambetta. 


No. 190. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville. — (Received, February 7, 5'40 P.M.) 

(No. 44.) 

(Telegraphic.) _ Cairo, February 7,1882, 3 r.M. 

YOUR Lordship’s telegrams Nos. 30 and 31 of the 6tli instant. 

My Erench colleague tells me that a rough draft of an answer to our 
Memorandum of the 27tli ultimo was shown to him very secretly, and that, in 
telegraphing its contents, lie had added that he believed it was approved by the 
Italian Consul-General, not by himself. 

The terms of the reply have since been repeatedly modified, and they are still 
under discussion. 

The person who drafted such documents was, until the change of Ministry, a 
Ercnchman. It is now an Italian, and consequently we know less of what is being 
done by the Cabinet than previously. 


No. 191. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 7, 11 P.M.) 

(No, 45.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, February 7, 1882, 4 - 30 p.m. 

THE following is the wording of the Article on the Budget, in the proposed 
Organic Law of the Chamber, substituted for Article 33 (see inclosure in my despatch 
No. 41 of the 30th ultimo):— 

“ The Budget shall be sent to the Chamber, which shall examine it under the 
reserves of the preceding Article [ ? ], succeeding Article No. 34. The Chamber 
names a Commission from among the Deputies. This Commission shall be composed 
of as many members, and shall have as many votes, as the Ministers and their 
President. 

“ The Council of Ministers and this Commission will examine the Budget, and 
will vote unanimously or hy majority. 

“ In case of disagreement between the Commission of the Chamber and the 
Council of Ministers, and if opinions are equally divided, the Budget will be returned 
to the Chamber. If the Chamber approves the opinion of the Council of Ministers, 
that opinion shall ho executive. 

“ In the opposite case, the course traced in Articles 22 and 23 will be followed. 

“With regard to the Articles of the Budget on which there has been disagree¬ 
ment, those of which the necessity is absolute shall ho executed provisionally until the 
new Chamber meets in virtue of Articlo 22. 

“ If the new Chamber approves the opinion of the last Chamber as regarding the 
Budget, such decision shall become finally executive.” 


[346] 2 D 
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No. 192. 


Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February i, 11 v.u.) 


mo. 17.) > Paris, February 7, 1882, 6'20 P.M. 

(Tdeggpluc.) I haTC read your telegram No M of yesterday to M. de Ereyeinet, and 

have left with him a paraphrase of it. condition that it is well under 

Duiferin, as modified at the suggestion of M. Gamhetta._._ 


No. 193. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 8.) 

(No. 108.) Paris, February 6, 1882. 

MyL T 0 HAD this afternoon the honour to receive your Lordship’s telegram of to-day 
informing me that Her Majesty’s Govern™,*concurred 

Freyeinet proposed to send to the te egrams fiom Cairo a™™”™!™ L Minister for 
English and French Agents should settle, in_c remtdto the Budget. 

FOr 1\t“heto"^^ ""f 1 * «“ " 

M. de Freyeinet of the concurrence of Her Majesty’s Government. ^ ^ 

(Signed) LYONS. 


Inclosure in No. 193. 

Lord Lyons to M. de Freyeinet. 

., A ~ .. Paris, February 6,1882. 

'^TER^the^onvers^tion which I had ^ to *M. d^Sitmkiewicz^ 

to me should be to the following 

**"*•* Tta British and French Agents to be instruct ^and 

fit Chamber oHStotables 0 b. **«£»"*that no opmion can h, 

eaCh Granville authorizes me to inform your Excellency that he concurs in tins 

answer. , ., , i l f me have an interview with you to- 

I should be very much obliged if you could let me nave kind ^ 

morrow. I should be ready to wait upon you at any horn you m „ 

to fix. Believe me, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 194. 


The Earl of Dafferin to Earl Granville.-(Received February 8, 8 A.M.) 

(No 26. Secret.) Constantinople, February 7, 1882 11'45 P.M. 
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Representatives of the four Powers in the sense described in the before-mentioned 
paragraph since their communication to the Porte of the 2nd instant. The Austrian 
Agent perhaps alluded to what had taken place anterior to that communication. The 
Sultan has been much disturbed by the use of the word “ Suzerain ” in the communi¬ 
cation of the four Powers, and is awaiting with great impatience the arrival or the 
German Mission. 


No. 195. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received February 8, 4‘25 P.M.) 

(No. 6.) 

(Telegraphic.) Vienna, February 8, 1882, 2'50 P.M. . 

WITH reference to Sir E. Thornton’s telegram No. 4, in which he reports that Russia 
would strongly deprecate any Turkish force being sent to Egypt, Count Kalnoky tells me 
that, though the Austrian Government have not pronounced themselves upon that point, 
he is personally inclined to think that if it should be found necessary to give material 
assistance to the Khedive, there would be less offence in troops sent from Turkey rather 
than from any other quarter. 

I said that if this was to be done it must be with the approval of the Powers ; 
guarantees would have to be obtained that the force would be withdrawn when the Powers 
considered its presence in Egypt no longer necessary, and that it was not to be made the 
means of making any change in the relative positions of Turkey and Egypt, or to tend to 
give the Sultan a right to interfere in the internal administration of the country. 

I said that I was not acquainted with the views of Her Majesty’s Government, but 
that I felt convinced of their requiring that any Turkish intervention should be surrounded 
by sufficient safeguards. 


No. 196. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 8, 5T5 P.M.) 

(No 47/> 

(Telegraphic.) , Cairo February 8,1882,4-45 P.M. 

THE Organic Law of the Chamber, including the Budget Articles, was approved 
yesterday by the Khedive, and will be decreed to-day. 

No. 197. 

Memorandum by Lord Tenterden. 

IS the Sultan Sovereign or Suzerain of Egypt ?—G. 


I have no doubt that the Sultan is Sovereign of Egypt. , , .. 

The Firman of 1841, which followed the Treaty of 1840, and was agreed to textually 
by the Ambassadors, uses the expression “ ma connaissance souveraine, and sa y s- ~ P iei * 
oue les Pachas d’Egypte aient la jouissance hereditaire du Gouvernement, lls n en doivent 
pas moins, sous le rapport du grade et de la preseance, 6tre ranges sur la mfime ligne que 
les autres Vizirs: ilsseront trades comme tels par la Sublime Porte, dont ils recevront les 
'monies titres que ccux donnds ii tout autre Gouverneur de province.” 

The Firman of the 29th November, 1869, has the phrase “ le souverain du pays.’ 

The Sultan is suzerain of Bulgaria. # , . . , , , 

■Rprlin Treaty Article 1. “Bulgaria is constituted an autonomous and tributary 

Principality underlie suzerainty of Fits Imperial Majesty the Sultan ” . 

The expression « suzerainty ” is often used loosely as meaning allegiance. 

I should say that a good proof of the distinction is that the Sultan can (and does) 
depose the Khedive. Fie cannot depose the Prince of Bulgaria. 

February 8, 1882. 


Thanks.—G. 
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No. 198. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

{No. 139. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 8, 1882. 

I TRANSMIT to your Excellency herewith a draft of a despatch to the other Powers 
respecting the state of affairs in Egypt, which 1 have prepared upon the receipt of your 
Excellency’s telegram No. 17 of last night; and I have to request that you will commu¬ 
nicate this draft to M. de Freycinet without delay, and will inquire whether it meets with 
his concurrence, in which case Her Majesty’s Government would propose that an identic 
despatch should be addressed by him to the French Representatives at Berlin, Vienna, 
St. Petersburgh, and Rome, with instructions to concert with their English colleagues, 
with a view to their making a joint and simultaneous communication. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


Inclosure in No. 198. 

Proposed Draft to Her Majesty's Representatives at Berlin, Vienna, St. Petersburgh, 

and Rome. 

My Lord, 

Sir, Foreign Office, February , 1882. 

THE reports at present received from Egypt are not of a nature to excite apprehen¬ 
sion of early disorder and anarchy. But matters are approaching, if they have not already 
reached, a crisis, when the order of things established by the Firmans of the Sultan, and 
by the international engagements of Egypt, whether with England and France alone, or 
with all the other Powers, is exposed to a risk of encroachment. 

Her Majesty’s Government are informed that the answer of the four Powers to the 
recent protest of the Porte against the Declaration made to the Khedive by the English 
and French Governments on the 8th ultimo is based on a recognition of existing arrange¬ 
ments in Egypt. 

Her Majesty’s Government are now agreed with the Government of France that, in 
view of the present state of affairs in Egypt, it is desirable to ascertain whether the other 
Powers would be willing to enter upon an exchange of views as to the best mode of dealing 
with this question on the basis of the maintenance of the rights of the Sovereign and o* 
the Khedive, of international engagements and the arrangements existing under them, 
the preservation of the liberties secured by the Firmans of the Sultan, together with the 
prudent development of Egyptian institutions. 

The Governments of France and England do not consider that a case for intervention 
has at present arisen, since on the part of the Notables and of the new Government the 
intention is avowed to maintain international engagements; but should the necessity arise, 
they would wish that any such intervention should represent the united action and authority 
of Europe. 

In that event it would also, in their opinion, be right that the Sultan should be a party 
to any proceedings or discussions that might ensue. 

Your Excellency will read this despatch to the Minister for Foreign Affairs, and leave 
a copy with him should he desire it. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 199. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons . 

(No. 140.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 8, 1S82. 

WITH reference to my preceding despatch No. 139 of the 8th instant, I have 
to request that your Excellency will inform the French Government that Her Majesty’s 
Government agree to the condition made by M. de Freycinet, that it shall be well 
understood that they reserve their adhesion to any military intervention in Egypt, and that 
they will examine that question when the necessity for intervention shall have aiisen. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


105 


No. 200. 

Sir E. Thornton to Earl Granville.—(Received February 9.) 

(No. 50.) v 3 ’ 

My Lord, . 87. Petersburgh, February 6, 1882. 

1 HAVE the honour to inclose a short article from the “ Journal de St. Peters- 
bourg ” of yesterday, stating that a telegram has been received from Constantinople that 
the Russian, Austrian, and Italian Embassies have transmitted to Assim Pasha an identical 
verbal communication, to the effect that their Governments follow with interest the events 
in Egypt, and desire the maintenance of the status quo, in conformity with the Treaties 
and b irmans in force, and that for any modifications of that status quo the consent of all 
the Powers would be necessary. 

The article adds that in this step the German Representative joined his colleagues of 
Russia, Austria, and Italy. It further states its belief that the telegram has not correctly 
given the sense of the verbal communication, for that the status quo in Eaypt could only 
be modified by an understanding of all the Powers with the Porte. It iihevefore hopes 
that an agreement will be come to by all the Great Powers in this sense. J 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWD. THORNTON. 


Inclosure in No. 200. 

Extract from the “Journal de St. Pe'tcrsbourg ” 1882. 

UNE ddpeche de Constantinople nous a annonce cette nuit quo les Premieis Drog- 
mans des Ambassadcs de Russie, d’Autriche-Hongrie, et d’ltalic, ont fait an Ministre 
Ottoman des Affaires Etranghres, Assim Pacha, unc communication verbalc identique, 
portant que “leurs Gouvernemcnts suivent avee interet les evenements d’Egypte, et 
desirent le inaintien du statu quo, conformemcnt aux Traites et aux Firmans en vigueur. 
Pour toute modification du statu (quo, l’asscntimcnt de toutes les Puissances serait 
ndeessaire.” 

D’aprcfs nos informations, la nouvelle ci-dessus est exactc dans le fond, mais nous 
croyons savoir que le Represenlant de l’AUemagnc pr&s la Sublime Porte s’est joint, dans 
cette demarche, a ses collogues de Russie, d’Autriche-Hongric, et d’ltalie. De plus, nous 
ne pensons pas que la deptiche ait rendu textuellement le sens de la communication 
verbalc, car, au sujet dc statu quo en Egypte, e’est seulemcnt par une entente des Grandes 
Puissances avec la Porte qu’il pourrait etre modifit*, ainsi que nous avons deja eu h 
plusicuis reprises 1’occasion de le faire observer. 

_ Le Gouvernement Britannique ayant toujours dcclard quo Paction Anglo-Frangaise 
en Egypte avait uniquement pour but de sauvegardcr le statu quo, on peut done esperer un 
accord de toutes les Grandes Puissances dans cette intention tutelairc. 


No. 201. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 9.) 

(No. 112. Extender.) 

My Lord, Paris, February 7, 1882. 

I HAD last night the honour to receive your Lordship’s telegram No. 44 of yes¬ 
terday, containing a proposal that the English and French Governments should com¬ 
municate with the other Powers in order to ascertain whether they would be disposed to 
exchange ideas as to the best mode of dealing with Egyptian affairs on a certain 
basis. 

I read a paraphrase of this telegram to M. de Freycinet this afternoon, and he 
authorized me to inform your Lordship that he agreed to the proposal contained in it, but 
with the reservation that it be well understood that the Fiench Government rcsenes its 
adhesion to any military intervention in Egypt, and that it will examine that question when 
the necessity for an intervention shall have arisen. The French w'ords used by his 
Excellency were: “Bienentendu que nous reservons notre adhesion a toute intervention 
militaire cn Egypte, et que nous examincrons cette question-lh quand la neeessite d’une 
intervention sera arrivee.” I wrote them down from his Excellency’s dictation. 

M. de Freycinet went on to say that by his adhesion to your Lordship’s present 
[346] 2 E 
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Tvronosal and bv the reservation with which he had accompanied it, he had, he thought, 
eiven a Practical answer to the important parts of the despatch rom your Lords up o 
wS l had communicated to him. He conce ved, therefore that it 
wou^d^he unnecessary for him, as matters now stood, to trouble your Lordship with 

detailed comments on the despatch in question. .. , T i j tr. 

M dc Freycinet asked me to leave with him the paraphrase which I had lead to tum 
ofvourLo.ihip-s telegram, and accordingly I put it into Ins hand. I do myself the 
tmnnnv to send a copy of it herewith to your Lordship. , . , 

I have already forwarded the substance of this despatch to your Lordship y 

telegraph. j have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


Inclosure in No. 201. 

Substance of Telegram from Earl Granville to Lord Lyons, dated February 6, 1882. 

YOU have communicated to M. de Freycinet my despatch of the 30th 
and rS,e a 2nd instant yon expressed .to the tore « 

Government to be made acquainted with the views ol tne rienui 

KSa IlS wldie agreeing with their view, on some 

of the 1 oiKd in°my despatch, M. de Freycinet who « ^ 

* take *”* exa,nine this 

f-om Egypt does not excite 

Her Majesty’s Government are mloiimed tot the /newe, ot " = } 

Germany, Italy, and Russia to the remonstrance of the Sultan is oaseu on 

existing arrangements in Egypt. Frmlish and French Governments 

Her Majesty’s Government would propose tlat tl e they would be 

should communicate with the otliei Poivcis, in o op • D r £„ V pt on the 

disposed to exchange ideas as to the best mode of ^ of the 

following basU, that is to say. ^nM -cured by 
£*tZZ Uic^ic“,nce of A JLal engagements of 

the country. . f intervention has at present 

arisem^ 

Egyptian Government. But should such a case an- he «h of Her Majesty* Govc.^ 

Sultan ought to be a party to any proceedings or 

discussions. 


No. 202. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.— {Received February 9.) 

(No, 113.) Paris , February 7, 1882. 

My Loid, , i x7 nn iKp iq+ instant I liavo tlic lionom to 

WITH reference to my despatch No 90 oitle 1st instant, examined 


answer to the remonstrances or tne roue a 0 cuusi . i concurred in 

England to the Khedive of Egypt. .of M^Gambetta, and that he 
the draft as amended in conformity with the suggestions 01 
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would send by the next courier a despatch in the same terms, mutatis mutandis, to the 
French Ambassador at Constantinople. 

I have already forwarded thp substance of this despatch to your Lordship by 
telegraph. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 203. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—{Received February 9.) 

(No. 114.) 

My Lord, Paris, February 7, 1882. 

M. DE FREYCINET thanked me this afternoon for the letter in which I informed 
him yesterday that your Lordship agreed to the answer which he proposed to send to the 
telegrams from Cairo respecting the proposal made to the French and English Agents to 
negotiate with the Egyptian Minister for Foreign Affairs respecting the attributions of the 
Chamber of Notables as regarded the Budget. His Excellency went on to say that he 
should, in consequence, send at once to M. Sienkiewicz a telegram in the terms which I 
had recited in my letter. 

A copy of the letter was transmitted to your Lordship with my despatch No. 108 of 
yesterday. 

I asked M. de Freycinet whether he had received any important news from Egypt 
since the telegrams of the 4th and 5th instant from M. Sienkiewicz, to which he was thus 
about to reply. 

He said that he had sent M. de Sienkiewicz a telegram to prepare him to receive a 
communication drawn up in concert with Her Majesty’s Government, and that 
M. Sienkiewicz had acknowledged the receipt of that telegram, but had not sent any 
further intelligence. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 204. 


Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—{Received February 9.) 

(No. 115.) 

My Lord. Paris, February 7, 1882. 

IN my despatch No. 103 of the 4th instant I had the honour to report that I had 
communicated to M. de Freycinet, in a note verbale, the observations made in your Lord- 
ship’s despatch No. 121 of the 2nd instant upon M. Gambetta’s Memorandum respecting 
the attributions of the Egyptian Chamber of Notables. 

M. de Freycinet spoke to me this afternoon of the note verbale in question. He 
observed that the two Governments had now agreed to telegraph to their respective Agents 
to send home the text of a note which was, it seemed, to be addressed to them by the 
Egyptian Government on the subject, and to send, moreover, an exact statement of the 
attributions claimed by the Notables, and he added that this being the case it might be 
better to suspend the "discussion of those attributions until the information thus called for 
should be received, 

1 have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 205. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—{Received February 9, 8 AM.) 

^Telegraphic.) Cairo, February 8, 1882, 4*40 F.M. 

V THE following is a literal translation of a note, dated to-day, given to me and my 
French colleague bv the Minister for Foreign Affairs 

« The note of the Agents of France and Great Britain, relative to the Budget of the 
Egyptian Government, contemplates the annual Financial Law in its entirety, and indicates 
that, in the Decrees of the 18th November, 1876, and the 15th November, 1879, no 
mention is made of the Chamber ot Notables. 








“ It might be observed that in these Decrees, the result of discussions and international 
arrangement, the interior action of the powers constituting the Egyptian Government were 
out of discussion and could not be mentioned. 

“The note refers to the entire Budget, while, by the terms of the Law of Liquidation, 
the Budget of the expenditure of the Government is divided into two parts expressly 
distinct: the first containing the credits necessary to the service of the Public Debt, the 
second embracing all sums inscribed to supply administrative expenses. It is beyond 
doubt that the institutions created in Egypt in consequence of international arrangement 
have for cause and for sole object the guarantee of the regular fulfilment of the obligations 
of the country towards its creditors. Foreign Governments have not ceased to protest, in 
regard to this, their formal intention not to interfere in the internal administration of Egypt, 
which administration is confided to the Khedive on the terms and conditions of the Imperial 
Firmans. Nothing tends to modify this situation. On the contrary, drawn up with a 
sentiment of scrupulous respect for engagements which Egypt considers sacred, the 
Organic Law withdraws, in an absolute manner, from the vote of the Chamber all the 
credits necessary for the Public Debt. They thus constitute, in some official sort, a charge 
on the Budget. Consequently, instead of being alarmed, the interests of creditors ought to 
be once more reassured. 

“By virtue of the Decree of the 15th November, 1879, the Controllers-General have 
rank and place at the Council cf Ministers, with consultative voice. They, therefore, 
take part in the discussion of the Budget, and give their advice. The Budget will con¬ 
tinue, as in the past, to he discussed in its entirety at the Council of Ministers; the 
Controllers preserve their power of most extended investigation, and the right to commu¬ 
nicate to His Highness or his Ministers the observations to which their investigations 
have given rise. But the Government has never engaged itself to set aside the country 
from such a discussion. Can one equitably blame it for admitting the tax-payers to 
examine the employment of public funds affected to the administrative expenses ? Is not 
that a right common to all countries, a primordial right which could not be seriously con¬ 
tested to tbe Government of His Highness, without contesting at the same time the essen¬ 
tial prerogative conferred by the Firmans, the interior administration of Egypt ? 

“ Nevertheless, in order to reply to anxieties which have been manifested, it has been 
admitted that before being rendered executive the Budget shall be discussed by the 
Council of Ministers, with the co-operation of a delegation of the Chamber of Notables. 

“The Chamber of Deputies has been assembled for six weeks. It has hastened to enter 
into the path of normal action. It awaits impatiently the promulgation of its Organic 
Law, which the Ministry can no longer delay. 

“ None of tbe dispositions of this Law infringes international Conventions in force. The 
Government of His Highness hopes even that its promulgation will cause all anxiety to 
disappear, and will furnish to the Governments of France and Great Britain, by tbe reser¬ 
vation of all questions relative to the Public Debt, a new proof of its firm intention to respect 
loyally all its engagements. 

“ It counts on the equity and the constant friendliness of the two Governments in order 
that the explanations which precede may be favourably received.” 

No. 206. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 9, 6*45 P.M.) 

(No. 48.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, February 0, 1882, 3 p.m. 

THE Controllers-General yesterday gave a letter to the President of the Council 
stating that, in his Excellency’s letter to the Khedive giving the official programme of the new 
Ministry, the Control is mentioned in terms leading to the supposition that its attributions 
are restricted to watching over the Administrations of which the proceedings arc affected 
to the Debt. The Controllers then refer to the Decree of the 15th November, 1879, 
giving more extended action to the Control, and saying, “ We cannot, therefore, accept, 
except under reservation, tire terms of the programme which you have submitted to His 
Highnessand they request that a copy of the letter may be communicated to His 
Highness and read at the next Council. 




109 

No. 207. 

The Earl of Duff'crin to Earl Granville.—(Received February 9, 6*45 p.m.) 

(No. 28.) 

(Telegraphic.) Constantinople, February 9, 1882, 5*50 P.M. 

SULTAN has sent to me his Confidential Secretary, Reshid, with the request that I 
should convey to your Lordship, Mr. Gladstone, and Her Majesty’s Government his best 
thanks for the friendly assurances which have been transmitted to him by telegraph 
through Musurus Pasha. The words quoted in Musurus Pasha’s telegram as spoken by 
Mr. Gladstone were to the following effect:— 

That England did not desire any interference (“ ingerence ”) in Egypt, whether by 
herself singly, by France singly, or by England and France in conjunction. 

His Majesty desires to reciprocate the friendly sentiments expressed towards him bv 
Mr. Gladstone. 


No. 208. 

The Earl of Duffer in to Earl Granville.—(Received February 10.) 

(No. 61.) 

My Lord, . . _ Constantinople, January 31,1882. 

AS I see it is reported in several of the English and European journals that at my 
audience with the Sultan, on the 14th instant, His Majesty entered into discussion upon 
the Egyptian question, I think it right to state that no allusion was made either by His 
Majesty or by myself to Egyptian affairs. 

1 have, &c, 

(Signed) DUFFERIN. 


No. 209. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 10.) 

(No. 115.) 

My Lord, . Paris, February 9, 1882. 

I I1AD this morning the honour to receive your Lordship’s despatches Nos. 139 
and 140 of yesterday. 

In execution of the instructions contained in them, I said to M. de Freycinet 
this afternoon that Her Majesty’s Government agreed to the reservation with which 
lie had accompanied his acceptance of flic proposal, that the Governments of England 
and Franco should invite the other Powers to an exchange of views respecting the 
state of affairs in Egypt; and I informed his Excellency that your Lordship had 
directed mo to submit to him a draft of an instruction to give effect to this proposal 
which you had drawn up with a view to its being transmitted, if adopted by him, to 
the English and French Representatives at Berlin, Home, Vienna, and St. Petersburgh. 

I proceeded to read to him the draft which was inclosed in your Lordship’s 
despatch No. 139, and, at his request, I put a copy of it into his hand. 

M. do Freycinet did not make any comment at the time. He simply said that he 
would examine the draft carefully, and let me know his opinion in a very short time. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 




No. 210. 

The Earl of Dufferin to Earl Granville.—(Received February 10, 1-15 p.m.) 

(No. 29.) 

(Telegraphic.) Constantinople, February 10, 1882, 11*15 A.M. 

WITH reference to my telegram No. 28, it would be advisable that I should know 
whether the message sent by Mr. Gladstone to the Sultan, through Musurus Pasha, was 
correctly given. 


2 F 
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No. 211. 

Earl Granville to the Earl of Dufferin. 

(No. 76.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 10, 1882. 

THE Turkish Ambassador called upon me this afternoon, and said that the Sultan 
•was much pleased with the explanations given by Mr. Gladstone and me as to our views on 
Egyptian affairs. 

His Excellency added that the policy of the Sultan had been to maintain his 
sovereign rights and the status quo as regards administrative arrangements, to secure the 
preservation of public order, and the observance of existing financial arrangements. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 212. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 40.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 10, 1882. 

I APPROVE the terms of the Memorandum, copy of which is inclosed in your despatch 
No. 43 of the 30th ultimo, in which you communicated to Cherif Pasha, in conjunction 
with the French Agent, the grounds of the contention that the Chamber of Notables is 
not competent to vote the Budget under the existing arrangements with England and 
France. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 213. 

E Sir E. Thornton to Earl Granville.—(Received February 11.) 

(No. 51.) 

My Lord, St. Petersburgh, February 7, 1882. 

DURING a visit which I paid to M. de Giers yesterday, being desirous of making 
him talk with regard to what is going on in Egypt and to hear his opinions, I observed 
that some changes had occurred in that country. His Excellency started as if he expected 
to hear some startling news which had not yet reached him. I, however, said that I referred 
only to what he already knew, and which I supposed had given rise to the communication 
which Russia, jointly with the other three Powers, had just made to the Porte. 

M. de Giers said that the Porte had transmitted to the Russian Government a copy 
of the communication which had been made to the Khedive by the British and French 
Representatives at Cairo on the 8th ultimo, and had asked for an expression of opinion 
upon it, and that it was in answer to this communication that he had instructed the 
Russian Ambassador at Constantinople to make a verbal statement to the Porte, the nature 
of which was reported to your Lordship by Lord Dufferin. M. de Giers stated that, as 
the Russian Government did not wish to do anything very different from the other three 
Powers, M. Novikoff had been instructed to inquire of their Representatives what step 
they had been instructed to take, and as it appeared that their instructions were very 
similar, it was agreed that the four Ambassadors should send an identical verbal message 
to Assim Pasha through their Dragomans. Upon my inquiring whether anything had 
been put down in writing, his Excellency said that the Dragomans, after having verbally 
delivered the message intrusted to them, had left a Memorandum (“ aide-memoire ”). I 
asked whether he could give me a copy of this aide-memoire, to which he replied that he 
had not yet received a copy of it. 

M. de Giers said that my Italian colleague here had spoken of Russia having taken 
the initiative in this matter, and that similar observations had been made to M. Novikoff; 
but he denied that this was the case, and said that, in the first place, the message was 
merely an answer to the written communication of the Porte, and, secondly, the agreement 
to make it a joint message with Austria, Germany, and Italy was a consequence of its 
being ascertained that the Representatives of those Powers had similar instructions to 
those of M. Novikoff. 

M. de Giers stated that Assim Pasha had commented upon the use of the term 
41 Suzerain ” in the message, and had said that it was not a question between Suzerain and 
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vassal, but one between Sovereign and subject. M. de Giers expressed his opinion 
that “ Suzerain ” was the proper term, and that the Khedive was certainly a vassal of the 
Sultan, but that it was not worth while for the Russian Government to discuss that 
question with the Porte. 

M. de Giers agreed with me, that the maintenance of peace and order in Egypt 
and her increasing prosperity were due to the control exercised by England and France, 
and that the other European Powers profited by this state of things. Russia, without 
being deeply interested in that country, was most desirous that it should be continued; 
still she considered it a European question, and if circumstances in Egypt should compel 
an interference, he earnestly hoped that Her Majesty’s Government would take no step of 
that nature without consulting the other European Powers, or without their consent, and 
that, if intervention were absolutely inevitable, it would be carried out by “ delegation,” as 
it were, from those Powers. 

M. de Giers concluded by saying that I must not suppose that he was so 
“Turcophile” as to wish that a Turkish force should be sent to Egypt; on the contrary, 
he declared that Russia had been opposed to the Mission sent to Egypt, of which Fuad 
Bey was at the head, and had strongly recommended the Porte not to send it; and that 
he should still more earnestly disapprove of the intervention of a Turkish force in Egypt. 

I have &c 

(Signed) ’ EDWD. THORNTON. 


No. 214. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 11.) 

(No. 124.) 

My Lord, Paris, February 10, 1882. 

I HAD the honour to report to your Lordship, in my despatch No. 121 of yesterday, 
that on that afternoon I had put into M. de Frcycinet’s hand the draft prepared by your 
Lordship of an instruction to be addressed to the Representatives of France and England 
at Berlin, Rome, St. Petersburgh, and Vienna, with a view to their proposing to the 
Governments to which they are accredited an exchange of views with the English and 
French Governments on the state of things in Egypt. 

M. de Frcycinet has now sent me a copy of the draft, in which he has inserted in the 
margin some modifications which lie thinks it would be desirable to introduce. I inclose 
a copy of the paper his Excellency has thus sent me, and I await your Lordship’s instruc¬ 
tions respecting it. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 215. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received February 11, 3'50 p.m.) 

(No. 7.) 

(Telegraphic.) Vienna, February 11, 1882, 2*2 p.m. 

I LEARN, confidentially, that the German Government have instructed their Ambas¬ 
sador at Constantinople to explain away the use of the word “ suzerainty,” as applied to the 
Sultan in the late communication about Egypt, and to intimate that it had been employed 
through inadvertence. 

I have not heard whether similar instructions have been given to the Austrian 
Ambassador, but it is most probable. 


No. 216. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons, 

(No. 55.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, February 11, 1882, 7*5 p.m. 

YOUll despatch No. 124 of yesterday. 

Her Majesty’s Government concur in amendments proposed by M. de Freycinel in 
draft instructions to Representatives at the four capitals. 

The English text of the communication will be sent to-day. 
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No. 217. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 56.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, February 11, 1882, 8-15 P.M. 

DESPATCH containing English fair draft of instructions to Representatives adopting 
M. de Freycinet’s amendments goes to you by post to-morrow morning. 

Instructions sent at same time to Embassies. 


No. 218. 


Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 158. Extender.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 11, 1882. 

3 I HAVE received your Excellency’s despatch No. 124 of the 10th instant, trans¬ 
mitting, as received from M. de Freycinet, a copy of the draft instruction to the British 
and French Representatives at Berlin, Vienna, St. Petersburgh, and Rome, directing them 
to make a communication to the respective Governments on the affairs of Egypt, which 
accompanied my despatch to your Excellency No. 139 of the 8th instant, to which copy 
were appended certain amendments proposed by the French Government. 

1 have to state to your Excellency that Her Majesty’s Government concur in these 
amendments, and that the English text of the communication, as revised, will be sent to 
your Excellency forthwith. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 219. 


Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 159.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 11, 1882. 

YOUR Excellency will have learnt by my telegram No. 55 of to-day, that Her 
Majesty’s Government adopt the amendments proposed by M. dc. Freycinet in the draft 
instruction to the English and French Representatives at Berlin, Vienna, St. Petersburgh, 

and Rome. . 

I now transmit to your Excellency an amended draft to the Representatives embodying 
the French Minister’s amendments, which, unless I should hear anything from your 
Excellency to the contrary by telegraph, will go forward at once. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 220. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 159 a. Extender.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 11, 1882. 

WITH reference to my preceding telegram of to-day, I have to state to your 
Excellency that the despatch containing the English fair draft of instructions to the 
Representatives at the four Couits, adopting M. ^de Freycinet’s amendments, will be 
forwarded to your Excellency by to-morrow morning’s post. 

The instructions to Her Majesty’s Representatives will be forwarded to them at the 
same time. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 221. 

Earl Granville to Lord Ampthill .* 

(No. 63.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 11, 1882. 

THE reports at present received from Egypt are not of a nature to excite apprehen¬ 
sion of early disorder and anarchy. But we are in presence of a crisis which may give rise 
to an encroachment upon the order of things established by the Firmans of the Sultan 
and by the international engagements of Egypt, whether with England and France alone, 
or with all the other Powers. Her Majesty’s Government are informed that the answer of 
the four Powers to the recent protest of the Porte against the Declaration made to the 
Khedive by the English and French Governments on the 8th January is based on a recog¬ 
nition of existing arrangements in Egypt. 

Her Majesty’s Government are now agreed with the Government of France that, in 
view of events which might occur in Egypt, it is desirable to ascertain whether the other 
Powers w'ould be willing to enter upon an exchange of views as to the best mode of dealing 
with the question on the basis of the maintenance of the rights of the Sovereign and of the 
Khedive ; of international engagements and the arrangements existing under them, whether 
with England and France alone or with those two nations and the other Powers ; the 
preservation of the liberties secured by the Firman of the Sultan; together with the prudent 
development of Egyptian institutions. 

The Governments of England and France do not consider that a case for discussing 
the expediency of an intervention has at present arisen, since on the part of the Chamber 
of Notables and of the new Government the intention is avowed to maintain international 
engagements ; but, should the case arise, they would wish that any such eventual interven¬ 
tion should represent the united action and authority of Europe. 

In that event it would also, in their opinion, be right that the Sultan should be a 
party to anv proceeding or discussion that might ensue. 

Your Excellency will read this despatch to the Minister for Foreign Affairs, and leave 
a copy with him should he desire it. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 222. 

Earl Granville to Lord Ampthill .f 

(No. 64.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 11, 1882. 

1 HAVE to request that you will consult with your French colleague in order that 
you may make a simultaneous communication to the Government to which you are 
accredited of mv immediately preceding despatch of this day’s date. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 223. 

The Earl of Dulferin to Earl Granville.—(Received Februam/ 12.) 

(No. 70.) 

My Lord, Constantinople , February 0, 1882. 

I HAD the honour to communicate to your Lordship in a telegram No. 25 of the 
2nd instant the substance of a verbal communication made to the Porte by the 
Dragomans of the Embassies of Russia, Austria, Germany, and Italy, of which an 
unsigned copy, in the form of a Pro-memorid, Avas left in the hands of the Minister for 
Foreign Affairs. 

I uoav inclose a copy of the actual text of this document. 

It is A r cry questionable Avhethcr the action of the four Powers has altogether 
ansAvercd the expectations of the Sultan and of the Ottoman Government. In the 
first place, the reference to the suzerainty, in lieu of the sovereignty, of Ilis Majesty 
over Egypt has provoked a certain amount of irritation; Avhile, on the other hand, the 
design of the Sultan to reacquire a more intimate and absolute control over Egyptian. 

* Also to Sir A. Paget (No, 70), Sir H. Elliot (No. 3o), and Sir E. Thornton (No. 46). 
t Also to Sir A, Paget (No. 71), Sir H. Elliot (No. 36), and S r li. Thornton (No. 47). 

fd-lO] 2 G 
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'p“™ a ?o S colZr4° eZgeZ StoS2£ V ta Si mateof^S 

European interest. j Lave, &c. 

(Signed) DUEEERIN. 


Inclosure in No. 223. 

Declaration presented to the Sublime Porte by the Representatives of Austria, Germany, 

Italy, and Russia. 

EN Spouse i la commutation que rfl Londres au 

des telegrammes adresses pai la Subli a ^6 cliarge par son 

sujet des aflaires lSgypticmics, 1 Ambassadeur de a etc cu „ i 

Gouvemement de declarer ce qm suit: aesirc lc maintiea du statu quo 

Puissances et la Puissance suzciainc. 


No. 224. 


Earl Granville to the Earl of Dufferin. 

Foreign Office, February 12, 1882, 5‘30 P.M. 


(Telegraphic.) I ' om > °# M > Fchrmr 'J 12>1882, B ' 3 ° T ' M ‘ 

|?.“;e 29 s ; y s that the language ascribed to him by Musurus Pasha is correctly 

§lVen By “ingdrence” Mr. Gladstone meant a movement of whatever Power in advance of 
acknowledged and established lights. 


No. 225. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received February 13.) 

(No. 42. Extender.) ^enna, February 4, 1S82. 

C2SS.ST3 SS thc^Egyptiaa 

been much m the en s e o 1 a Austro-Hungarian Government was desirous of the 
ZbtlnVetfZeZius quo in Egypt, which could not be altered without the general 
concurrence of the Powers. , . „ 

(Signed) ’ HENRY ELLIOT. 


No. 226. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received February 13.) 

(No. 46.) Vienna, February 6, 1882. 

My VmFORMFD Count Kalnokv that no attention was to be paid to the statement of 
I INFORMED toum tu “ ( , q i i n c t onf resnectin" a conversation in 

the Paris Correspondent of the Times o 'j .. . UTan „ em ents had been made by 

which M. Gambetta had told M. t c ’ ie y cin • , j sta nce to be given to the Khedive, 
the English and French Governments for mate, al ass'bta ce o g cou , d „ ot be 

adding that Her Majesty's Government had known horn uic 
correct, and that M. de Freyc.net had since disclaimed all knowled„e 
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Count Kalnoky said that he had never believed it, as it was contrary to all the 
information he had received, but he was glad to have the assurance I had given him. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HENRY ELLIOT. 


No. 227. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received February 13.) 

(No. 54. Extender.) 

My Lord, Vienna, February 8, 1882. . 

I HAD the honour last night to receive your Lordship’s telegram repeating Sir 
Edward Thornton’s No. 4, reporting M. de Griers to have said that Russia would 
stronglv deprecate Turkish troops being sent to Egypt. 

Count Kalnoky appears not to take quite the same view, for he observed to me 
yesterday that, although the Imperial Government had not pronounced themselves upon 
the question, and he was conscious of the arguments that might be urged against it, he 
was personally inclined to the opinion that if it became indispensable to give the Khedive 
material assistance there would be less objection to troops being sent from Turkey rather 
than fiom any other quarter. 

I said that l was not acquainted with‘the views of Her Majesty’s Government, but I 
was convinced that before they consented to Turkish intervention they would require that 
it should be surrounded with sufficient guarantees; the previous sanction of the Powers 
would have to be given, and they would have to obtain a guarantee both that the force 
should be withdrawn when its presence in Egypt was no longer considered necessary, and 
that it should not be made the means of altering the relative position of Turkey and Egypt 
or of admitting the Sultan to any interference in the internal administration of the 
country. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HENRY ELLIOT. 


No. 228. 

Lord Ampthill to Earl Granville.—{Received February 13.) 

(No. 37.) 

My Lord, Berlin, February 11, 18S2. 

COUNT HATZFELDT requested me to thank your Lordship for letting him know, 
by your telegram of the 3rd instant, that the statements in the Paris letter of the 
“ Times ” of that day, respecting Egypt, were unfounded. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) AMPTHILL. 


No. 229. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville—{Received February 13.) 

My°Lord Cairo, February 6, 1882. 

SINCE I had the honour of addressing to your Lordship my despatch No. 44 of the 
30th ultimo the Ministry of Cberif Pasha has fallen, and has been succeeded by one under 
the Presidency of Mahmoud Pasha Sarny, who held the post of Minister of War and 

Marine in the late Ministry. , , . . . ., .. , 

On the 31st ultimo Chertf Pasha wrote to the Chamber explaining the situation, and 
requesting it to formulate Articles with respect to the vote on the Budget, which could 
serve as a basis for negotiation with the Powers. . . 

No answer of any sort has been made to this communication. 

On the 2nd instant a deputation ot the Chamber went to Client Pasha, and asked him 
whether he would pass the Organic Law as approved by the Chamber, including the 
Articles having reference to the Budget. Cherif Pasha refused, and the deputation then 
asked him to resign, and on this point his Excellency referred them to the Khedive, from 

whom lie held his appointment. .... . , , , r 

The deputation then proceeded to the Palace of Ismaihab, and requested the Khedivo 



t::z SSTiir XiS ivi? 

■*§1hS*^ sfe ^ 

Agent and Consul-General, and me. result 0 f the interview 

1 a sfssnas i :$ “-«a.—-«- -« 

intention to comply with then ieque » w ith the S Chamber, he requested them 

new Ministry could only work if it weic m y appoint. The deputation 

to name the Ministers whom they.dew red Hi^^eas to app^ ^ of 

refused to do so, on the ground ia P tt^j however, declined under the 

Ministers was vested in the 

circumstances to exercise it, desiring to 1< l denutation informed His Highness 

that - " S'oncrr “ 

>" tlie “ 

of the new Ministry on the evening of the 4th instant. ^ ^ ^ 

(Signed) ^ ’ EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 230. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 13.) 

(No. 49.) Cairo, February 6,1882. 

him to change the Mmistij and to si„n Ui „ consider their demands, and inform 

in his hands. He Highness had stated ^ a ’ ked for our 

them of lus decision. _ After % U1 S ' C whether he had any force on which he could 
wSTtuOTortcJ b'y the" aim vl' anti"that the action of the deputation in coming to the 

“^Vo^XfaS^irno^ 0 immediately — to, there couhl he 

third shock similai to those wnci i i Hi'diness to a<n-ec to a change of 

September last ycar^c .hereupon —-U. HvM- * . of , t 

Ministry, but we added that as tnc t » I Cl ml)er a i so the selection ol the 

P^nrflo 'cabinet, in order thtf the responsibility of the Chamber should 

be complete and patent. following this course that the Khedive would be able 

(Signed) ’ EDWARD B. MALET. 
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No. 231. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 13.) 

(No. 50.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 6,1882. 

ON the 4th instnnt, M. Sienldewicz and I "were requested to come to the Palace. On 
our arriving, the Khedive informed us that a difficulty had arisen in the formation of the 
new Ministry, in consequence of conversations alleged to have taken place between the 
Minister Designate of Finance, Ismail Ayoub Pasha, and the Controllers-General. The 
Pasha had suddenly refused to join the Ministry, stating to his future colleagues that the 
Controllers had told him that if the Ministry were formed, both they and the English and 
French Consuls-General would retire from the country. On this ArabyBey had said that, 
that being the case, there was nothing to be done but to prepare for immediate defence. 
Mahmoud Pasha Samy, who had been invited by the Khedive to take the Presidency of the 
Council, had been to His Highness, and telling him of the incident, had said that with 
such difficulties in his path it would not be possible for him to succeed in forming a 
Ministry. 

We replied that in the first place, we were absolutely certain that neither Sir 
A. Colvin nor M. de Blignieres had made use of the language attributed to them ; in the 
second place, if, for the sake of argument, it were granted that they had said anything of 
the sort, we must remind His Highness that M. Sienldewicz and I were the Representa¬ 
tives of England and France, and alone responsible for the indication of the policy of our 
Governments in the future ; that, consequently, anything the Controllers might say on such 
a subject could only have a personal character. \Ye added that it was obviously to our 
interest that a Ministry should be formed as speedily as possible, and we requested His 
Highness to send for Mahmoucl Pasha Samy at once, in order that all misconception on 
this point might be removed. 

On the arrival of the Pasha we repeated to him the remarks which we had made to 
the Khedive, and asked him if he was satisfied, to which he replied in the affirmative, and 
the interview' terminated. 

It is needless to add that the conversation between Ismail Pasha Ayoub and the 
Controllers-General had been entirely misrepresented. Sir Auckland Colvin has informed 
me that he had particularly stated to the Pasha that on the question of the course which 
Her Majesty’s Government would take, he could only refer him to me. 

It appears that Ismail Pasha Ayoub has maintained his refusal to join the new 
Ministry, and Ali Pasha Sadyk, native Administrator of the railways, has become Minister 
of Finance in his stead. 

I htivc &c. 

(Signed) ' EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 232. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—{Received February 13.) 

(No. 52.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February G, 1S82. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith a Supplement of the “ Moniteur Egyptien,” 
dated the 5th instant, containing Decrees of the Khedive, dated the 4th instant, appointing 
the new Ministry under the Presidency of Mahmoud Pasha Samy, who was Minister of 
War in the Cabinet of Cherif Pasha. The Decrees arc preceded by a letter from the 
President to the Khedive, containing the political programme of the Ministry and His 
Highness’ reply. 

The letter of the President contains the usual assurances that international engage¬ 
ments will be respected, although, further on, it states that the first act of the Cabinet will 
be to cause an Organic Law of the Chamber to be sanctioned, and it is well known that 
this Organic Law provides for the control of the Budget by the Chamber, thus overriding 
the international engagements arising from the establishment of the Control. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


f34G] 
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Inclosure in No. 232. 

Extract from the “ Monit enr Egypti en ” of February 5, 1882. 
ie(ire * s „„ Excellence Mahmoud Sam, Pacha a Son Moose le KhMee. 

Monseigneur, , fipr i- mission de former un nouveau Cabinet, je 

VOTRE Altesse a daigne me confi ^ goumettre les principes qm dmgeront 

considfere comme le premiei e:i d 0 i s p r £ s ider. , / 

ma conduite et inspireront celle du MinuriH g lqUCS annecs ont preoccupe 

Les evdnements qui se sent succede en L^ypt P Grangers ; ces preoccupations 

l'opimon publique a des litres *™rs, ic., rt dans et nos rffovmes iivtdneures. 
se rattachent ii deux ordres d id&s . n, ft ; . ° t rdg igc par une serie de Ddcrets qu: ont 
La dette generate du pays a ete defu du 19 j u illet, 1880. 

it6 completes eux-mtaespar la Jf* d ® inventions Internationales: le Gouvernement de 

votre^Altesse ‘ ^ ^ 

eXeC Laliquidationdeta.dette ^ 

tmp'SesTorJ«» » «^? Ctive T™?oTierAd m inistrations speciales de la 
Le service de la Dette ConsohdeiejM» P d t de 1878. s'effectue regnWre- 
Daira et des Doma.nes engages a la gaiantio de P cc sc rv 1C e: le ContrMe 

ment Les Administrations qui ont Daira, la Commission des Domaines 

Gdndral, la Commission de la Deto, tepar le Gonvernement; 
sont des institutions qui doivent toujours etie ioj 

dies Pont toujours 6t6 jusqu a ce jour. . } Ministfere s’efforcera de 

A cet tot de cl,OSes, rien no sere. change dans^aven^^ considl ; , a b „„„ e 

conselider ces institutions et de facdit condition essentielle i la marche 

5= & xx ^ de ™ a cette 

—n s, la rborgani- 

a d : 

notre enseignement public poui aidei la maici 1 > ivriculture, le commerce, et 

cMisationLl dtudiera les mesures prop.« * devtoPl^ ^ pobjet de la sollicitude 

^^-^nner une Loi Organiqne 

pour la Chambre des Delegufc. ]es obligations dun caract^re pnvd ou 

P Cette Loi respectera tous les dioits Dette Publique et aux charges que 

international ainsi'qui= terns, lesi “agemen? la responsabilite des 

relle-ci impose au Budget de > discussion des Lois. 

Ministres d e ^n^j^Chambre^mnsi ^, l j® [ jj dd j udeg ^ cette Loi Organiqne rdunira toutes les 

conditions necessaircs pour nouvlmNlinisttre conforme aux virux du 

Tel est, Monseigneur, le progiamme ae uu 

^Les Hautes Pnissaimes-^cnl— >» “ ^rtejont Pappui ^n. 

veiilant ne nous a jamais fait defa ‘ ^ a pr (v te r comme dans le passe, au 

GoS^^otve Altesse, ce concours prdcieux qui a toujours ete b.en aisan P 

l’Egypte. . l’cmtnrite de votve Gouvernement sera uniquement con- 

dcTs U d,rs lie" et an maintien de Vordre, et quelle gulden, la 

nation dans la vole du prog,is et de la prospto«- ir> c „ e a pvomis it l'figypte une 

Le jour oil votre Altesse a p»s t ^ votre Altesse notre absolu concerns pour 
nouvelle ere de progress : nous venons* »PP vou lez atteindre, Monse.gneur, est celui 

de cin q co en vous, nous avons foi dans lavem. 
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Si votre Altesse daigne accorder son adbe'sion an programme cque je v)ens dejm 
soumettre, j’ai l’honneur de la prier de vouloir bien sanctionner les Ddcrets qu j p 
^ sa signature pour constituer le Minist^re. Daignez agrder, &c. 

(Signd) MAHMOUD SAMY. 

Lettre de Son Altesse le Khedive d son Excellence Mahmoud Samy Pacha. 

Men eber Mahmoud Samy Pacha, Le 16 

En acceptant la tache de former un nouveau Cabinet, sans i G norei rie I 

tance de cett? mission, vous donnez une nouvelle preuve de votre ddvouement et t 

L^do^r^ts^ 

dans les diverges fonetions que vous avez occupees. J approuve votie ^logr 

1 ,hab Je D partage votre opinion que mon Gouvernement deyra prendre 

£“t«Te conforme aux ideas exposes dans 

V ° tre C S Go m «v:;nement devra dgalement sin,poser la ache rtabo-to 

publiuue, l’agricuiture, le commerce, et l’industrie Mon concours loyal et sincto vous 

sera toujours acquis dans l’accomplissement de cette tAcie. nrospdritd 

Je prie Dieu de couronner nos efforts commons pour le bien du pays et la prosper 

du peuple. ( gign( s) M^H^IMET TEWFIK. 


Decret. 

Nous, Khedive d’iflgypte, 

Vu le Rescrit du 28 Aout, 1878, 

UTtwtatd Pacha Samy est non,™ President du Conseil 
des C^seil des Ministres est charge de former un nouveau 

C ° bm pait au Palais d’lsmailieh, le 15 Babi-Awel, 1209J4 Fcl ' rl "| | ’ TEW FI1C. 


Decret. 

Suv'l'a propositioifdu President de notre Conseil des Ministres, 

Avons decretc et ddcr&ons : 

Son" Excell ^ncirirloustapha Pacha Fehmy, Ministre des Affaires Ftrangtos et de la 
.Justice; )|ence Arabi IlcVi Ministre de la Guerre et de la Marine; 

ss=s 

Son Excellence Hassan Pacha Scherei, Munstre des Wakfs.^ ^ 

Fait au Palais dTsmailieh, le 15 Rabi-Awel, - g .9^( mEHEMET TEWFIK. 

Par le Khedive. 

Le President du Conseil des Ministres, 

Ministre de l’Iut£rieur, 

(Signd) Mahmoud Samy. 
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No. 233. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 13.) 

(No. 53.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 6,1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith a copy of a note, dated this day, from 
Moustapha Pasha Fehmy, informing me that he continues at the head of the Department 
for Foreign Affairs, and transmitting to me a list of the new Ministry, of which I do not 
send a copy herewith, as it is identical with the list inclosed in my despatch No. 52 of 
this day. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 233. 

Moustapha Fehmy Pasha to Sir E. Malet. 

M. le Ministre, Caire, le 6 Fevrier, 1882. 

J’AI l’honneur de vous adresser ci-inclus copie du Ddcret Khedivial nommant les 
differents Membres du nouveau Cabinet place sous la presidence de son Excellence 
Mahmoud Pacha Samy, et dans lequel Son Altesse le Khedive, raon auguste Maitre, a 
daignd me conserver encore comrae son Ministre des Affaires Etrangeres, en me confiant, 
en outre, la direction du Departement de la Justice. 

Mes sentiments de devouement envcrs Son Altesse et envers le pays, non monis que 
le concours bienveillant auquel vous m’avez habitue, out largcment contribud a me faire 
rester dans la nouvelle combinaison Ministerielle. 

Je nourris l’espoir, M. le Ministre, que jc ne cesserai, comme par le passd, de trouver 
en vous cet esprit conciliant et sympathique qui m’est si necessaire pour continuer h jus titter 
la confiance dont m’honore mon auguste Maitre. 

Vpnillp7 

(Signe) ' MOUSTAPHA FEHMY. 


No. 234 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 13.) 

(No. 54.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 6, 1882. 

THE composition of the new Ministry is scarcely of a nature to inspire much confidence 
in the future. 

The President, Mahmoud Pasha Saimy, was Minister of War in the Cabinet of Cherif 
Pasha, and it has long been believed that he desired to replace that Minister, and that he 
was instrumental in bringing about his fall. 

Araby Bey is Minister of Wav, and has as yet to prove that he possesses administrative 
capacity. 

Ali Pasha Sadyk, the new Minister of Finance, is not credited with any particular 
quality but honesty. He has up to the present time been the native Administrator of the 
railways. 

Moustapha Pasha Fehmy retains the Department of Foreign Affairs, which he has 
held under Riaz Pasha and Cherif Pasha. By doing so he has forfeited, to a great extent, 
the confidence which has hitherto been reposed in him. On the present occasion, the 
Ministry of Justice has also been confided to his care. 

Mahmoud Bey Fehmy, Minister of Public Works, is an Engineer officer of distinguished 
attainments, of whom report speaks very favourably. 

Hassan Pasha Chcrei, Minister of the Religious Establishments (Wakoufs), is a 
Member of the Chamber of Deputies, and otherwise an unknown man. 

Abdallah Pasha Fikri, Minister of Public Instruction, was Secretary-General of the 
same Ministry under Cherif Pacha. He is reported to be a man of narrow and bigoted 
views, and opposed to the employment of foreigners in his Dcpaitment. 

I have, tkc. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 13.) 

(No. 56.) 

Mv Lord, Cairo, February 6,1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inform your Lordship that Mahmoud Pasha Samy, the new 
President of the Council of Ministers, called upon me yesterday officially. His Excellency 
gave me repeated assurances of the intention of the Government to observe all interna¬ 
tional obligations, and he expressed the hope that he might continue to receive from me 
the support which I had extended to the late Ministry. I replied that his Excellency could 
count upon the friendly attitude of Her Majesty’s Government as long as respect was paid 
to international engagements ; but that I would not conceal from him that I had learnt, with 
much regret, that it was the intention of the Government to obtain the sanction of the 
Khedive to the Organic Law of the Chamber, including the Articles relating to the Budget. 

I said that he was aware that in the opinion of Her Majesty’s Government those Articles 
infringed the Decrees establishing the Control, and that, therefore, I did not understand 
how the passing of the law could be consistent with the desire of the Government to respect 
international obligations. 

Mahmoud Pasha Samy replied that 1 was aware that Cherif Pasha had fallen because 
he had refused to consent to the Organic Law, and that the new Ministry had been formed 
in order to execute the will of the Chamber, which was that the law should be passed ; but 
he averred that the greatest attention should be paid to the views of the Powers, and that 
the door was always open to negatiation. Ilis Excellency was very vague as to the 
manner in which it would be possible to negotiate when once the law had passed, and I did 
not press the matter, as my object in adverting to the question was to warn him that his 
professions would not be entitled to confidence if he began by setting aside what Her 
Majesty’s Government considered to be an international obligation. 

I have to-day received a visit from Araby Bey, Minister of War, who assured me that 
the danger of trouble in the country had passed ; that the Ministry was the outcome of 
national feeling, and that all classes were now satisfied. I expressed to him my anxiety at 
the course which the Government intended to pursue in passing the Organic Law, and I 
said that I looked to him, as being the chief influence in the Government, to weigh care¬ 
fully what he was going to do before committing himself. I expressed the hope that he 
would himself minutely inquire into the rights of the question and the arguments on which 
the contention of the Powers rested before he allowed the Cabinet to come to a decision. 
He replied in generalities, saying that no matter would be decided without mature 
consideration. 

I have &c. 

(Signed) ’ EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 23G. 


Sir E. Mulct to Earl Granville.—(Received February 13.) 


E 

(No. 57.) 

Mv Lord, Cairo, February G, 1882. 

1 HAVE the honour to transmit herewith a copy of a Memorandum which has been 
sent to M. Sienkiewicz, and me by M. de Bliguiere and Sir Auckland Colvin, for commu¬ 
nication to our respective Governments, relative to the position of the Control in regard to 
the present aspect of events in Egypt. 

There can be no question that the position of the Controllcrs-General will be entirely 
changed by the promulgation of the new Organic Law ot the Chamber, but the results 
which the Controllers-General anticipate in the Memorandum depend upon the conduct of 
the bodies which now control the State, the Ministry, the Chamber, and the Army. It 
is an entirely new order of things, but not necessarily in itself disastrous. It is anything 
but hopeful, because there is as yet no confidence in the wisdom of any of the three; 
but it is not absolutely fatal except to the system under which the Control has hitherto 
worked. 


I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 
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Inclosure in No. 236. 

Memorandum. 

LORSQU’ONT etd promulgues les Decrets reglant les attributions du Contr61e, le 
pouvoir r6el appartenait au Khedive, et par delegation k ses Ministres. Aussi avait-on 
pu se borner h donner aux Contrbleurs-Gendraux le droit d’emettre des avis : il etait k 
prdsumer qu’il cn serait tenu un juste coinpte. Ces previsions se sont realisees, et autant, 
il y a deux ans, la situation financi^re du pays etait grave, autant aujourd’hui elle est 
prosp&re. 

Mais depuis lors le pouvoir s’est deplacd. Il apparlient aujourd’hui a la Chambre 
des Delegues, et a quelques chefs militaires dont la Chambre subit l’influence. 

Cette modification profonde dans les institutions du pays s’est progressivement 
effectuee: l’autorite du Khedive et de ses Ministres, ebranlee par l’emeute militaire du 
l cr Fevrier, 1880, n’a cesse d’aller s’afFaiblissant de jour cn jour. Les chores en sont arrivees 
& ce point, qu’une Chambre de Deiegues qui, sous le rftgne de l’ancicn Khedive, avait 
donne maintes preuves de servility, adherant aux mesures financibres les plus iniques et 
les plus funestes, n’hesite pas aujourd’hui k revendiquer des droits incompatibles avee 
l’etat social du pays. Elle a ete jusqu’a obliger le Khedive k changer le Ministbre qui 
avait sa confiance, et sous la pression de quelques officiers, a lui imposer pour Premier 
Ministre le Ministre de la Guerre. Le pouvoir du Khedive n’existc plus. 

Dans ces conditions nouvelles, peu importe qu’on affirme ou non l’intention de ne 
porter aucune atteinte aux attributions du Controle. Par la force me me des choses, il 
devient incfficace lorsque les Controleurs se trouvent en presence non plus du Khedive et 
de Ministres nommes librement par lui, mais d’une Chambre et d’une armee. Le Khedive 
et les Ministres qu’il nommait nc pouvaient pas assumer devant l’opinion publique et les 
Gouvernements etrangers la responsab'ilite de mesures auxquelles les Controleurs-Generaux 
se seraient opposes par des Rapports qu’ils etaient cn droit de publier. C’btait lit la 
seule sanction de nos pouvoirs. Elle a suffi jusqu’it ce jour, mais elle devient absolument 
illusoire vis-iY-vis des Ministres de la Chambre et dc l’armee; ils ne seront acccssibles 
h d’autres influences qu’il celle des officiers ou des Delegues dont ils tiennent lours 
pouvoirs. 

En fait il en est dejii ainsi, car le Ministbre qui vient d’etre constitue se dispose it 
donner it la Chambre, inalgre l’opposition formelle des Contrdleurs-Gdnbraux, le droit de 
voter le Budget. 

Il ne faut pas non plus perdre de vue que le Ministbre de Cherif Pacha n’est tombe 
que parce qu’il n’a pas voulu passer outre it l’opposition faite par les Gouvernements 
Anglais et Francais a la pretention emise par la Chambre de voter le Budget. Accepter 
les faits accomplis e’est done accepter l’atteinte la plus grave portee a l’intluence de 
l’Anglcterre et dc la France, et par suite annihiler, a vrai dire, l’action des Contrblcurs, 
qui n’ont d’autre autorite que celle qu’ils tiennent de leurs Gouvernements. 

On se ferait une profonde illusion si on ne voyait pas la le prelude d’une seric de 
mesures qui ne laisseront subsister aucune des reformes introduites dans le cours dc ces 
derniercs annees. On peut des a present prevoir le jour oil apparaitront de nouveau les 
desordres financiers auxquels ont porte rembdc la Commission d’Enquete et la Commis¬ 
sion de Liquidation. 

(Signd) E. DE BLIGNlERES. 

A. COLVIN. 

Le Caire, le 6 Fevrier, 1882. 


No. 237. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received February 13.) 

(No. 47. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Vienna , February 7> 1882. 

I ASKED the French Ambassador to-day whether he had read the apocryphal 
conversation reported by the “Times’” Paris correspondent between M. Gambetta and 
M. dc Freycinet. 

lie had just read it in the French papers, and I found that he had never doubted its 
accuracy, for, as M Gambetta’s despatches, written just before he left office, had shown 
him to be convinced that an English and French intervention in Egypt was in principle 
agreed upon between the two Governments, the language attributed to him by the corre¬ 
spondent had appeared to my colleague to be quite natural. 
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I assured Count Duchatel that if M. Gambetta had supposed Iler Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment to have agreed in principle to a joint intervention in Egypt he was under a com¬ 
pletely erroneous impression, and that M. de Freycinet repudiated all knowledge of the 
reported conversation. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HENR5T ELLIOT. 


No. 238. 

Sir A. Paget to Earl Granville.—(Received February 13.; 

(No. 38. Secret.) 

My Lord, Pome, February 9, 1882. 

CIRCUMSTANCES have prevented my seeing M. Mancini, as I had wished, during 
the last few days; but I had a conversation with Baron Blanc last night, which I think it 
my duty to lose no time in reporting to your Lordship. 

It was begun by my referring to a previous conversation (reported in my despatch 
No. 16, Confidential, of the 17th ultimo) which I had had with M. Mancini, in which, in 
reply to some observations of his Excellency, I had said that I was enabled to inform him 
that there had been no question, between Her Majesty’s Government and the French 
Government, at the time when the identic declaration to the Khedive was drawn up, of 
an armed intervention in Egypt. There would have been no necessity, I observed to 
Baron Blanc, to revert to this subject, had it not been for the assertions of the Paris 
correspondent of the “Times,” who had recounted, in the most precise terms, the 
substance of a conversation between M. Gambetta and M. de Freycinet, to the effect that 
M. Gambetta had proposed to Her Majesty’s Government to intervene in an effective 
manner in Egypt, under certain given circumstances, and that this proposal had been 
readily accepted by England. 

As it was probable, I continued, that this statement had attracted the notice of 
M. Mancini, as of most other people, it was right his Excellency should know that 1 was 
in a position to contradict its accuracy, as far as Her Majesty’s Government were concerned, 
and I requested Baron Blanc to give M. Mancini this message from me, adding that 
M. dc Freycinet, on being questioned by Her Majesty’s Ambassador in Paris, had stated 
that, “ il n’est pour rien ni en rien dans ce recit, dont il ignore absolument la source.” 

Baron Blanc said he would not fail to deliver my message, though, judging from his 
manner, he did not appear to me to be quite convinced that some such proposition as the 
one referred to had not been made by the French Government. 

I then said there was another point upon which I should have been glad to speak to 
M. Mancini. 

In our last conversation (reported in my despatch No. 30, Confidential, of the 
1st instant), he had stated, I said, that he had sent an instruction to the Italian Ambas¬ 
sadors in Berlin, St. Petersburg!), Vienna, and Constantinople, to the effect that, if it 
were the intention of the Powers to make an identic reply to the Porte’s Circular relative 
to the dual Declaration to the Khedive, the Italian Government could not be a party to it 
if it were drawn up in a spirit of opposition to England and France. 

I had blamed myself, I said, for not having at once asked his Excellency whether he 
had any reasons for supposing that there had been an intention of replying in an unfriendly 
spirit, and what they were. I should like, therefore, to make the inquiry now. 

Baron Blanc replied that lie could answer me by saying that there had been no 
grounds whatever for such a supposition. The instruction referred to had only been sent 
“ par exebs dc precaution,” as the object of the Italian Government was to avoid anything 
which could possibly place them in opposition to England. Was I sure, however, lie 
inquired, that M. Mancini bad coupled France with England when he had spoken of 
his desire to avoid opposition ?—to which 1 replied that I had so understood him. 

Her Majesty’s Government, I observed, had been informed that the form of identic 
reply of the Powers originally proposed had been modified. Was it to be understood, I 
inquired, that it had been changed in consequence of the observations of the Italian 
Government ? 

Baron Blanc replied, “ Not at all.” The reply had been concerted, he said, 
between the Governments of the three Empires, and the Italian Government had been 
invited to agree to it in its present shape. Their answer could not be doubtful, for there 
had been an ample “ dchange d’idees ” between the Powers respecting Egypt, and the 
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views of the Italian Government were well known, viz., maintenance of the status quo, 
any change in it to be the subject for European deliberation, in conjunction with the 
Porte. The first formula of the reply had, he believed, been modified, but the Italian 
Government could not claim any credit for its having been softened. 

I asked if there had been any communication between the Italian Government and 
the other Powers respecting Egypt since the delivery of the identic reply to the Porte, to 
which Baron BlaDC replied in the negative. 

Baron Blanc then proceeded to make some general observations. He hoped, he said, 
that the policy of the Italian Government was thoroughly understood by Her Majesty’s 
Government that they were adequately convinced of the desire of the Italian Govern¬ 
ment to go hand in hand with England in all questions of European interest, and especially 
in those of the East and the Mediterranean. They certainly regretted that they had not 
found a greater disposition on the part of England to act in concert with them with 
reference to the afTairs of Tunis, but they understood to a certain extent the difficulties in 
which England was placed in regard to this question. “ But why does not England,” he 
continued, “free herself from her entanglements with France in Egypt?” “All the 
anxiety and mistrust which was now felt, both in Egvpt and in Europe,” he proceeded to 
say, “ respecting the future of Egypt, was owing to England being associated with France. 
Every one knew perfectly well that England was not an aggressive Power; that she was not 
actuated by selfish and ambitious motives, and that any course she took for the preserva¬ 
tion cf her own interests—and it was perfectly understood that the condition of Egypt must 
always be of vital interest to her—would be as much for the interests of other Powers as for 
her own. But who could trust the French,” lie inquired, “ or who could be surprised, in 
view of the recent events in Tunis, that the fanatical spirit of the whole Mussulman 
population on the African continent should be aroused against a policy which they believed 
was dictated by French ambition ? He could not understand what advantage Her 
Majesty’s Government expected to derive from their association with France on this 
question. His own conviction was that it was destined to end in a catastrophe of the 
most serious character. But,” he added, “ if England were acting alone, she might do 
what she liked in Egypt. She might occupy it, as she had already been urged to do, and 
no one would say a word—at all events Italy would not.” 

I here interrupted Baron Blanc with the observation that I doubted very much if 
M. Mancini would repeat to me this assurance, to which he replied, “ Qui sait ? je crois 
que si,” and he added, that when once we had got Egypt, what did it matter to us what 
became of the rest of the Eastern question, the Balkan Peninsula, &c. ? 

I asked him, in reply to this, whether he was aware of there being any projects under 
consideration for the division of the remainder of the Turkish Empire, which he answered 
in the negative, but he spoke in a way which gave me the impression that he considers it 
as not unlikely that the Balkan Peninsula will before long become the prey of Austria and 
Russia; so much so, that I asked him what, in this event, would be the claim of Italy ?— 
would it be the Trcntino? To which he replied, certainly not; he really did not know' 
what Italy could covet. She would certainly not compromise her good relations with 
Austria for the object I had mentioned, and he firmly hoped we should hear no more of 
the Irredentist movement. It would evidently be Tunis. 

I then said to Baron Blanc, in reply to his observations respecting the English and 
French connection in Egypt, that it, had, as he was aware, been instituted with the consent 
of the European Powers, to save Egypt from bankruptcy and ruin; that it had succeeded 
in its object, to the great benefit of the interests of all Europe ; that the French had loyally 
co-operated in carrying it through, and that there was therefore no reason for breaking it up 
—on the contrary, the other Powers would be acting in their own interests by assisting to 
maintain and support it. That with regard to England taking possession of Egypt, I 
could tell him that we had no such ambition, but, I added, in order to hear what lie would 
reply, even supposing we had, it could probably not be realized without a war with France. 
“In which all Europe would he on your side,” he said, “except perhaps Russia, who could 
be satisfied elsewhere.” I said that what was desired by England was that Egypt should 
be properly governed ; that the rights of the Sovereign and vassal, as now established 
between the Sultan and the Khedive should be maintained, and that the fulfihueiu of 
international engagements should he secured; but what course might, under present 
circumstances, be deemed by Her Majesty’s Government to be necessary, in order to 
secure these objects I was not in a position to state. 

Baron Blanc said that as things now wcie, if any armed intervention became necessary 
he thought it should be undertaken by the Porte, under proper supervision and control, by 
the other Powers. 

I then made an allusion to the so-called “National Movement,” and said that, unless 


I was much misinformed, it was in great measure due to the intrigues of the ex-Khedive 
Ismail. The Italian Government, I added, being in favour of the maintenance of the 
status quo, appeared to me to have an interest in preventing the hospitality which they 
accorded to Ismail from being abused by endeavours to subvert it, and I suggested 
whether some sort of watch could not be kept upon his proceedings. 

Baron Blanc said that in the position which the Italian Government now occupied 
with respect to Egyptian affairs it behoved them to keep aloof from mixing themselves up 
in such matters, and added that they had been applied to for their countenance by the 
National party in Egypt, but bad declined to have anything to say to them. 

In order not to interrupt the thread of the narrative, I omitted to mention, in the 
order in which it was made, an observation of Baron Blanc, when alluding to France, to 
the effect that Italy should lose no time in preparing for her own defence. He was strongly 
of opinion that she would eventually be attacked by France, and therefore the sooner she 
commenced her means of resistance the better. He spoke also of the intrigues of M. Gam- 
betta with the Radical party in Italy—intrigues, he said, which were still going on, but they 
were not confined to Italy; and only lately the Government had prevented the publication 
of a letter from Garibaldi to the “ Southern Slavs,” which he had been prompted to write, 
from Paris. 

I have, &c, 

(Signed) A. PAGET. 


No. 239. 

Lore! Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 13.) 

(No. 129.) 

My Lord, Paris, February 12, 1882. 

WITH reference to your Lordship’s despatch No. 139 of the 8th instant, to my 
despatch No. 121 of the 9th instant, and to your Lordship’s telegrams Nos. 55 and 5G of 
yesterday evening, l have the honour to transmit to you a copy of a letter which I have 
sent to M. do Freycinet this morning, and in which I have informed him that Her 
Majesty’s Government concur in his amendments to the Instructions respecting the affairs 
of Egypt to be sent to the British and French Representatives at Berlin, Rome, St. Peters- 
hurgh, and Vienna. 

Your Lordship will sec that I have also said in the letter that Her Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment propose to send off the Instructions to their Ambassadors at the. four capitals 
immediately, with directions to them to concert with their French colleagues with a view 
to their making a joint and simultaneous communication. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


Inclosurc in No. 239. 

Lord Lyons to M. de Freycinet. 

Mv dear President of the Council, Paris, February 12,1882. 

I DID not lose a moment in communicating to Her Majesty’s Government the 
amendments inserted by your Excellency in the copy which you were so kind as to send 
me the day before yesterday of the draft of Instructions to be sent to the Representatives 
of Great Britain and France at Berlin, Rome, St. Petersburg!), and Vienna respecting the 
affairs of Egypt. 

Her Majesty’s Government concur in your Excellency’s amendments, and having 
modified the draft in conformity with them, they propose to send off the Instructions so 
modified to their Ambassadors at the four capitals immediately, with directions to them 
to concert with their French colleagues with a view to their making a joint and simultaneous 
communication. 

Believe me, &c. 
(Signed) LYONS. 
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No. 240. 


Memorandum by Sir C. Rivers Wilson. 

IT may be admitted that the international arrangements embodied in the Decrees of 
the 2nd May, 1876, 18th November, 1876, and 15th November, 1879, did not aim at any 
interference with the internal administration of Egypt, except so far as might be necessary 
for ensuring the due execution of the financial settlements of 1876 and 1880;* to that 
extent, however, and within certain defined limits such interference was distinctly (and 
necessarily) recognized. 

It is obvious that it is not sufficient to inscribe certain credits in the Budget in order 
to meet the engagements of the Public Debt if the machinery for ensuring the realization 
of those credits is disturbed, but this appears to be the contention of the Egyptian Govern¬ 
ment, as stated in the note delivered to Sir E. Malet. 

The note observes that the Budget is divided by the Law of Liquidation into two 
distinct parts—the first relating to administrative services, the other to the debt charges— 
and it assumes that the Chamber may control the former, provided it respects the 
latter. 

The Law of Liquidation not only fixed the amount of interest and sinking fund of 
the debts, and assigned for their service certain specified revenues ; it also estimated the 
administrative expenses at a fixed amount, viz., £ E. 4,897,888, secured upon the general 
unassigned revenues, and imposed upon any surplus beyond that amount a charge for a 
sinking fund on the debts. 

It would seem that the contention of the Chamber and the Government (as expressed 
in the note) is that the whole of the last-mentioned expenditure should be regulated by 
their joint action, and that it is not a matter which concerns the interests of the 
creditors. 

Now this sum of £ E. 4,897,888 includes, besides the ordinary services of the Govern¬ 
ment, the Civil List and the Moukabalah annuity— 

1. The interest on the Suez Canal shares, £ E. 193,858. 

2. The Da'ira Khassa annuity, £E. 31,000, which the Government are bound by the 
Law of Liquidation to contribute towards the charges for the Da'ira Sanieli Debt. 

3. The expenses of the railways, telegraphs, and Port of Alexandria, which are 
mortgaged to the bondholders of the Privileged Debt. 

4. The Expenses of administration and collection in the four provinces whose revenues 
are mortgaged to the bondholders of the Unified Debt, and also the management expenses 
of the Customs mortgaged to the same debt. 

It will be seen that if the demand of the Chamber is conceded it will be in their 
power, by withholding payment of No. 2, or by reducing salaries and starving the 
Administration under heads 3 and 4, to damage most seriously the security of the 
public creditor. 

The Law of Liquidation was framed with reference to an existence of check 
and control to which its provisions were adapted, and certainly if it had been foreseen 
that the balance of authority was to be disturbed in the manner now contemplated, the 
Liquidation Commissioners would have insisted on framing more stringent guarantees for 
the preservation and collection of the revenues which they assigned as security for the 
debts. 

Article 34 of the Organic Law is quite inadequate to save the interests of the creditors. 
What is necessary is not only that the obligations of the Law of Liquidation shall be 
recognized, but that provision shall be ensured for their due fulfilment. The Article might 
be modified in terms such as these:— 

“ Les services du Tribut, et des interests des actions du Canal de Suez, celui de la 
Dette Publiquc et les Conventions y relatives, ainsi que toutes charges resultant de la Loi 
de Liquidation ou de Conventions Internationales, de me me que tout ce qui concerne 
l’administration de la Da'ira Sanieli ct celle des dornaines de l’Etat, ne pourront etre l’objet 
d’aucun vote ni d’aucune discussion. 

“ De meme, les depenses administratives des Provinces de Garbieh, Menoufieh, 
Bdhdra, et Siout, ainsi que cellcs des Dounnes, des chemins de fer et tdlegraphcs, et du 
Port d’Alcxandiic, dont les revenus sont atfectes au service de la Dette Publique, ne 
pourront etre soumises au vote ni a la discussion de la Clmmbre.” 

* International sanction anti validity are expressly piven to the Decrees of May 2 and November 18, 1876, 
as repaids the establishment of the “ Caisse de la Dette Publique” b) the Law of Liquidation, and the^ Decree of 
November 15, 187‘J, relating to tlic Comptrollers, gives effect to a diplomatic understanding with the English and 
Prenclt Governments. 
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Anything short of a reservation to this extent would undoubtedly create a state of 
things at variance with the principles and the provisions of the Law of Liquidation, and 
would detract from the security afforded to the public creditors by that Law. And it must 
not be forgotten that foreigners of fourteen different nationalities will have the right to 
appeal to the Mixed Tribunals in case any damage may result to them from the infringe¬ 
ment of the rights secured to them by the Liquidation Law. 

It seems, however, open to serious doubt whether the pretensions of the Chamber 
can be sufficiently met by any mere alteration in the wording of their Organic Law. The 
whole drift of this instrument, and the attitude of the Notables, indicate clearly their 
impatience of European interference and control, and their intention, if possible, to obtain 
complete authority over the finances of the country. 

The existing financial fabric is undoubtedly very artificial and exceptional; it originated 
in the interference of foreign Powers to protect the interests of the creditors, but it is 
indirectly productive of great advantage to the population of Egypt, and in the interest 
alike of the native and of the foreigner, it seems most undesirable to tamper with it, in 
order to apply certain abstract principles of Government which can only be gradually 
introduced in practice into a country like Egypt. 

The “primordial right” of the Egyptian people to control its own Budget cannot be 
invoked in view of the burdens and obligations which they have inherited, any more than 
its “ primordial right ” to settle all judicial disputes with foreigners in the Native Courts ; 
and, as regards the right given to the Khedive by the Firmans to manage the internal 
administration ot Egypt—a right which cannot be contested—the late Khedive entered 
into binding international obligations to exercise it only subject to restrictions and 
limitations. 

I venture to think that the case is not to be met by altering the ie redaction ” of the 
proposed Law, but by suggesting to the Khedive and his Government to frame a new Law, 
which shall confine the functions of the Chambers to certain defined matters, including 
even finance so far as possible, in respect of which they may render useful service, 
gradually developing their capacity for self-government, without risking a conflict with the 
international obligations resulting from the Law 7 of Liquidation and other Conventions. 

London , February 13, 1882, 


No. 241. 

Lord Ampthill to Earl Granville.—(Received February 13, 8 P.M.) 

(Telegraphic.) Berlin, February 13, 1882, 6*50 P.M. 

THE new French Ambassador, who presented his credentials this morning, tells me 
that he has this day communicated to Minister for Foreign Affairs a note from his 
Government inviting an exchange of ideas between the Powers on the maintenance of the 
status quo, the rights of the Sultan, and the promotion of reforms in Egypt. 


No. 242. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 59.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, February 14, 1882, 5’50 P.M. 

LORD AMPTHILL’S telegram No. 7, repeated to you to-day. 

Point out to M. de Freycinet that the French Ambassador has not carried out the 
proposal I made on the 8th instant that the communication by our Representatives to the 
other Powers should be joint and simultaneous. 


No. 243. 


Lord Ampthill to Earl Granville.—(Received February 14, 7 - 45 p.m.) 

(No. 8.) 

(Telegraphic.) , Berlin , February 14,1882,6‘56 r.M. 

MY telegram No. 7 of yesterday. 

French Ambassador having - already communicated yesterday to German Government 
joint note about Egypt, I informed his Excellency, and then communicated your Lordship’s 
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should hasten to address Instructions to the French Ambassadors in conformity with the 
draft, as approved by your Lordship with the amendments proposed by him. 

I have this morning had the honour to receive your Lordship’s despatch No. 159 of 
the day before yesterday, with which you have been so good as to send me the definitive 
draft embodying M. de Freycinet’s amendments. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 247. 

Sir E. Thornton to Earl Granville.—(Received February 15, 1*10 p.m.) 

(No. 6.) 

(Telegraphic.) St. Petcrsburc/h, February 15, 1882, 1 P.M. 

LORD AMPTH ILL’S telegram No. 7. 

The French Charge d’Affaires has just informed me that in compliance with instruc¬ 
tions by telegraph he last night made to M. de Giers a communication similar to that 
stated by Lord Ampthill to have been made to the German Government by the French 
Ambassador at Berlin on the 13th instant. 

M. de Giers replied that he would communicate the invitation to the Emperor, with 
whose views he believed it to be in entire accord. The Charge d’Affaires told me that 
M. de Giers had expressed himself as strongly opposed to allowing unrestricted control to 
Turkey in Egypt. 


No. 248. 


Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received February 15, 5T5 P.M.) 

(No. 8.) 

(Telegraphic.) Vienna, February 15, 1882, 4*27 P.M. 

YOUR Lordship’s despatch No. 35, about Egypt, reached me this morning. 

The French Ambassador received his yesterday, and at once communicated it to 
Minister for Foreign Affairs, as he had not been instructed to wait till he had concerted 
with me. 

I have written to tell the Minister that I have a similar despatch to communicate, and 
to ask to see him for that purpose. 


No. 249. 

Lord Ampthill to Earl Granville.—(Received February 15, 11 p.m.) 

(No. 9. Confidential.) 

(Telegraphic.) Berlin , February 15, 1882, 7‘50 p.m. 

MY telegram No. 8 of yesterday. 

Minister for Foreign Affairs tells me that an answer to the joint note is in prepara¬ 
tion. Meanwhile he says that Prince Bismarck thinks the proposed exchange of views 
will be conducive to the maintenance of the peaceful dispositions at present prevailing 
among the Powers. 

His Highness considers that England and France have acquired a diplomatic status 
in Egypt which should not be interfered with. 

if the necessity of an intervention should arise, though personally favourable to 
that of the Sultan, lie would not oppose any other proposals sanctioned by the Powers in 
concert. 


No. 250. 

Sir A. Payet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 15, 11 ’50 P.M.) 

(No. 6.) 

(Telegraphic.) Rome, February 15, 1882, 7 P.M. 

I RECEIVED your despatch No. 70 of the 11th instant, respecting Egypt, this 
morning, and immediately wrote to French Charge d’Affaires to arrange for simultaneous 
| Ht»J ’ 2 L 
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communication. He replied that he had received and left a copy of a despatch from his 
Government with Minister for Foreign Affairs the day before yesterday, not knowing the 
communication was to be simultaneous. 

I have now communicated your Lordship’s despatch to M. Mancini, who desired me 
to express his thanks, and say that he will answer it in a few days. I gathered that he 
would wish to communicate -with the other Powers before doing so. 


No. 251. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 16.) 

(No. 136.) 

My Lord, Paris , February 15, 1882. 

THIS afternoon, in execution of the instruction conveyed to me bv your Lordship’s 
telegram No. 59 of yesterday, I observed to M. de Freycinet that Baron de Courcel, the 
French Ambassador at Berlin, appeared to have hastened, without previous communication 
with his English colleague, to communicate to the German Government the invitation to 
the Powers to exchange ideas on the Egyptian question. I pointed out to his Excellency 
that this was not in accordance with your Lordship’s proposal that the communication 
should be joint and simultaneous; and I reminded him that I had not only stated this 
proposal to him verbally when I put your Lordship’s draft into his hand, but had repeated 
it in writing in the letter in which I had informed him of the adoption by your Lordship 
of the amendments he had suggested. 

M. de Freycinet answered that it was certainly intended by him that the French and 
English Representatives in the several capitals should act in concert with each other and 
simultaneously; and he added that, although this was not stated in so many words on the 
face of the identic despatch, it appeared to him to be plainly implied by the tenour of that 
despatch. As I had said in my letter that your Lordship proposed to send off the despatch 
immediately, he had forwarded its contents to the French Ambassadors by telegraph, and 
he confessed that it had not occurred to him that it was necessary to add, to a document 
so clearly implying that they must act in concert with their English colleagues, a special 
instruction to that effect. 

He begged me to explain this to your Lordship, and to assure you that he should be 
very sorry indeed if any omission on his part, however inadvertently made, should have 
caused inconvenience. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 252. 

E Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 16.) 

(No. 137.) 

My Lord, Paris, February 15, 1882. 

I OBSERVED to M. de Freycinet this afternoon that the newspapers announced 
successive arrivals of French iron-clads at Port Said. 

His Excellency answered that it was true that two iron-clads had been there, but that 
their arrival had been caused by instructions of old date respecting their ordinary cruizes, 
and was wholly unconnected with recent political events in Egypt. 

I suggested that, without any over nice adherence to absolute identity in the 
proceedings of the two navies, it might still be advisable to avoid occurrences giving rise to 
rumours of isolated action. 

I have, ixc. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 253. 

Earl Granville to Lord Ampthill. 

(No. 33.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, February 16, 18S2. 

YOUR No. 9: Egypt. 

Thank Prince Bismarck on behalf of Her Majesty’s Government for the early 
intimation of his views. 
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No. 254. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—[Received February 16, 5*45 p.m.) 

(No. 18.) 

(Telegraphic.) Paris, February 16, 1882, 4-10 p.m. 

MY despatch No. 136 of yesterday. 

M. de Freycinet tells me that he telegraphed last evening to the four Ambassadors to 
inform them that it was by an accidental omission that the instruction was not accom¬ 
panied by an injunction to concert with their English colleagues in order that the com¬ 
munication might be made simultaneously, and to direct them to explain this to their 
English colleagues, and point out that it did not indicate the slightest divergence in the 
views of the two Governments. 


No. 255. 

Sir A. Paget to Earl Granville.—(Received February 16, 6-45 p.m.) 

(No. 7.) ' 

(Telegraphic.) . Rome, February 16, 1882, 3 p.m. 

I HAVE just received a note from the French Charge d’Aflaires stating that he has 
been instructed to inform me that it was owing to an omission in the telegram that he was 
not told to concert with me before communicating the despatch about Egypt to the Italian 
Government, which ought to have been communicated simultaneously with that addressed 
to nie. 

This incident, lie is told to say, changes nothing in the complete agreement which has 
not ceased to exist for a single instant between the two Governments. 


No. 256. 

Sir LI. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received February 16, 7 p.m.) 

(No. 9.) 

(Telegraphic.) Vienna, February 16, 1882, 5’50 p.m. 

I HAVE communicated a copy of your Lordship’s despatch No. 35 to Austrian 
Minister for Foreign Affairs, who expresses his satisfaction at the proposal that, if the state 
of Egypt becomes serious, all the Powers should unite in taking it into consideration. 


No. 257. 

Sir E. Thornton to Earl Granville.—(Received February 16, 7‘45 P.M.) 

(No. 7.) 

(Telegraphic.) St. Petersburg}!, February 16, 1882, 5-30 p.m. 

I HAVE to-day read to M. de Gicrs your Lordship’s despatch No. 46 of the 11th 
instant, and left him a copy of it, having previously informed French Charge d’Affaires 
that I was about to do so. 

His Excellency expressed his belief that it accorded with the views of the Emperor ; 
but he would be glad to have more precise specification of the “ international engagements 
of Egypt, whether with England and France alone, or with all the other Powers.” 

M. de Giers adverted to the word “suzerainty ” used in the verbal answer recently 
given by the four Powers to the Porte. If the latter made an official representation upon 
it, his Government would acknowledge receipt without discussing the question. He 
thought it was the right word, as it and “ vassal ” had perpetually been used in official 
documents relating to Turkey and Egypt. 


No. 258. 

Earl Granville to Lord Ampthill. 

(No. 72. Extender.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 16,1882. 

I HAVE to request your Excellency to convey to Prince Bismarck the thanks of Her 
Majesty’s Government for the early intimation of his Highness’ views on the situation in 
Egypt,'expressed to you through the Minister for Foreign Affairs, in anticipation of the 
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answer to the joint note of the English and French Governments, as is explained in your 
telegram No. 9 of the 15th instant. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GE ANVIL LE. 


No. 259. 


Sir E. Maid to Earl Granville.—(Received February 17, 7 ‘00 p.m.) 

(No. 52.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, February 17,1S82, 3 30 p.m. 

IT is important, in considering the Egyptian question, to remember that the country 
is virtually under a military Dictatorship, that the Government is its mouthpiece, the 
Chamber its servant, and the Khedive powerless. Advice given by the Powers, even 
though proposing measures which fall far short of re-establishing the status quo, will be 
resisted, because the revolutionary feeling, of which anti-Europeanism is the real base, is 
gaining ground, and will carry the Government with it. It is therefore desirable that 
advice should not be given until the course to be followed in case of its rejection has been 
previously decided in detail. 

I am inclined to suspect that the Sultan is coquetting with the party in power. It 
would be well that he should understand that the movement is really adverse to his 
authority, and may, if encouraged, develop into the Arab rising of which he is so much in 
dread. 


No. 260. 

Sir A. Paget to Earl Granville.—(Received February 17, 8'40 P.M.) 

(No. 8.) 

(Telegraphic.) Rome, February 17, 1882, 0 P.M, 

TO-DAY papers have a telegram from Bucharest, the 16th instant, as follows:— 

It is announced from Constantinople, under reserve, that the Sultan is decided to 
authorize the ex-Khedive, Ismail Pasha, to inhabit Mussulman territory. Perhaps an 
Imperial yacht from Constantinople will repair to Naples to take Ismail.” 


No. 261. 

Sir A. Paget to Earl Granville.—(Received February 17, 8 - 45 P.M.) 

(No. 9. Secret.) 

(Telegraphic.) Rome, February 17, 1882, 7'30 p.m. 

WITH reference to my telegram No. 8, cn clair, I hear from French Charge d’Affaires 
that he lias informed his Government that he learns, on most reliable authority, that 
cx-Khedivc is doing his utmost to return to Constantinople, and has promised 500,000 fr. 
to a Sheikh influential at the Palace to obtain this permission for him. Sultan not 
disposed to yield, though said to be more so within the last few days. Turkish Ambas¬ 
sador has orders to keep watch on Ismail Pasha. Failing permission for himself, his 
object is to get his family there, hoping that this may facilitate his own return. 

French Charge d’Affaires tells me also that some unofficial observations which I made 
to Minister for Foreign Affairs about Ismail Pasha's proceedings, in the sense of those I 
made to Baron Blanc, as reported in my despatch No. 38, Secret, of the 9th instant, have 
produced a great impression on the Italian Government, who, fearing to be accused of 
complicity, are keeping a watch on him. They would be very glad if he would leave 
Italy. King and Queen, who used to be very civil, were extremely cold to him at last 
Ball, which he left before their Majesties, much offended. 
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No. 262. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 18.) 

(No. 145. Extender.) 

My Lord, p ariS} February 16, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 136 of yesterday, I have the honour to 
report that M. de Freycinet has just told me that, soon after I had left him on that 
day, lie had sent to the French Eeprescntatives at Berlin, Eomc, St. Peters burgh, and 
Vienna telegrams to inform them that it was by an accidental omission that the 
instruction to invite the Powers to an exchange of ideas respecting Egypt had not 
been accompanied by an explicit injunction to concert measures with their English 
colleagues, so that the communication might he made simultaneously in each case by 
the Eeprescntatives of the two countries. 

The telegram had, moreover, M. dc Freycinet said, contained an instruction to the 
French Representatives to explain the matter to their English colleagues, and to point 
out to them that it did not indicate the slightest divergence in tlie views of the two 
Governments. 

M. de Freycinet begged me again to express to your Lordship his regret for the 
oversight, in consequence of which the injunction to come to an understanding with 
their English colleagues had not been sent, in the first instance, to the French 
Eeprescntatives. 

I have already had the honour to forward the substance of this despatch to your 
Lordship by telegraph. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 263. 

Sir A. Puget to Earl Granville.—(Received February 18.) 

(No. 10. Secret.) 

(Telegraphic.) Rome, February IS, 1882. 

WITH reference to my telegram No. 9 of yesterday, I hear Ismail Pasha received, 
not long since, 1,200,000 fr. from his Paris banker, and has only 100,000 fr. left now. 


No. 264. 

Sir E. Maid to Earl Granville.—(Received February 18, 6 ‘30 p.m.) 

(No. 53. Confidential.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, February IS, 1882, 4 , 40 p.m. 

ON Wednesday evening a Turkish gentleman presented himself at the British Vice- 
Consulate and asked one of the officials to show him first to a hotel, and then to the 
residence of Colonel Zohrab Bey, saying that he came from the British Embassy. At the 
hotel he took from his portmanteau a small tin box, and took it with him to Zohrab’s. 

I am told that Zohrab took him immediately to Arabi Bey, and that the box contained 
a letter from the Sultan to Arabi Bey, approving the latter’s conduct, and desiring him to 
defend Egypt against foreign aggression. 

Zohrab Bey is a cousin of Sir A. Sandison, who may give some clue to the affair. 

The Turk has disappeared from the hotel. 


No. 265. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 177.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 18, 1882. 

I HAVE received your Excellency’s despatch No. 137 of the 15th instant; and 
Her Majcstv’s Government approve of your having called M. de Freycinet’s attention to 
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the successive arrivals of French iron-clacls at Port Sa'id which have recently taken place, 
as well as of the language used by your Excellency on this subject. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 266. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 20.) 

(No. 59.) 

< My Lord, Cairo, February 9, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 43 of the 30th January, I have the honour to 
inclose herewith a copy of a Memorandum, dated the 8th instant, signed by Moustapha 
Pasha Fchmy, Minister for Foreign Affairs, in answer to the Memorandum which 
M. Sienkiewicz and I gave to Cherif Pasha on the 27th ultimo, stating that we were ready 
to transmit to our respective Governments any proposals which his Excellency might send 
us with regard to the question of the right of the Chamber to vote the Budget. 

Moustapha Pasha Fehmy has given an identic Memorandum to my French 
colleague. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosurc in No. 260. 

Memorandum. 

LA note de MM. les Agents et Consuls-Generaux de France et de Grande-Bretagne 
relative au Budget du Gouvernement Egvptien, envisage dans son ensemble la Loi 
Annuellc des Finances, et fait ressortir que dans les Decrcts du 18 Novcmbrc, 1870, et du 
15 Novembrc, 1879, il n’est fait aucune mention de la Chambre des Notables. 

On pouvait remarquer que dans ces Decrets, resultats de pourparlers et d’arrange- 
ments internationaux, le fonctionncment ultericur des pouvoirs constituant le Gouvernement 
Egyptian etait hors dc discussion, et nc pouvait etre mentionne. 

La note se reft re a l’cnscmble du Budget, alors qu’aux termes dc la Loi de Liquidation 
le Budget des depenses du Gouvernement est divise en deux parties expressement distinctes 
—la premiere contenant les credits necessaires au service de la Dctte Publiquc, la scconde 
embrassanttoutes les sonunes inscrites pour faire face aux depenses administratives. II cst 
hors dc doutc que les institutions creees en Egyptc a la suite des arrangements internationaux 
ont pour cause et pour but uniques la garantie dc l’accomplissement regulier des obligations 
du pays envers les creanciers. Les Gouvcrncments etrangers n’ont cesse dc protester a cet 
dgard de leur intention formclle de ne pas s'ingercr dans Padministration interieurc de 
l’Egypte, administration confiec k Son Altcsse le Khedive aux termes et conditions des 
Firmans Imperiaux. Rieti nc tend k moditier cette situation. Tout au contraire, redige 
dans un sentiment de respect scrupuieux pour des engagements que i’Kgypte considere 
comme sacres, le Reglement soustrait, d’une iacon absolue, au vote do la Chambre, tous les 
cre'dits necessaires au service de la Dctte Publique; ils constituent ainsi une charge inscrite 
en quelque sorte d’office au Budget. Par consequent, loin d’etre alarmes, les interets des 
creanciers doivent etre une lois de plus rassures. 

En vertu du Decret du 15 Novembrc, 1879, MM. les Controleurs-Generaux ont rang 
et seance au Conseil des Ministres, avec voix consultative; ils prennent done part a la 
discussion du Budget, et emettent lour avis. Le Budget continuera, com me par le passd, k 
etre discute dans son entier au Conseil des Ministres. MM. les Controleurs-Gdneraux 
conservent les pouvoirs d’investigation les plus etendus et le droit dc communiqucr, soit a 
Son Altcsse, soit a ses Ministres, les observations auxquclles leurs investigations auront 
donne lieu, mais le Gouvernement ne s’est jamais engage a ecarter le pays de cette dis¬ 
cussion. Peut-on equitablemcnt le blamer d’admettre les contribuables a examiner l’emploi 
des lends publics aftectes aux depenses administratives ? N’est-ce pas la un droit commun 
a. tous les pays, un droit primordial qu’on ne saurait serieusement contestcr au Gouverne¬ 
ment de Son Altcsse le Khedive, sans lui contestcr en memo temps la prerogative essentielle 
qui lui a etd conferee par les Firmans Padministration interieurc de 1’Egypte? 

Dependant, pour re pond re a des preoccupations qui ont etc manifestees, il a etd admis 
qu’avant d’etre rendu execuloire, le Budget sera it discute par le Conseil des Ministres avec 
le concours d’une delegation de la Chambre des Notables. 



. La Chambre des Delegues est reunie depuis six semaincs; elle a hAte d’entrer dans une 
voie de fonctionncment normal, elle attend impatieimnent la promulgation de son Reglement 
Organique que le Mimstdre ne peut plus retarder. 

Aucune des dispositions de ce Reglement ne porte atteinte aux Conventions inter- 
nation a les en vigueur. Le Gouvernement de Son Altcsse espkre que cette promulgation 
mcme sera de la nature k faire disparaitre toute preoccupation, ct fournira aux Gouverne- 
men s e h ranee et de Grande-Bretagne, par la reserve absolue de toutes les questions 
relatives a la Dette Public 1U c, un nouveau temoignage de sa ferme volonte d’observer 
ioyalement tous ses engagements. 

Il conipte sur 1’equite et la constante bienveillance des deux Gouverncments pour 
que les explications qui precedent soient favorablemcnt accueillies. 

T n . 7 0 . 0 (Signe) MOUSTAPHA FEHMY. 

Le Caire , le 8 Fevncr, 1882. 


No. 267. 

(N 60 ) ® ir Earl Granville.—(Received February 20.) 

r. , Cairo, February 9, 1882. 

. , re f cre nce to my despatch No. 52 of the 6th instant, I have the honour to 
tiansmit herewith a copy of a letter, dated the 8th instant, which has been addressed to 
the 1 resident of the Council of Ministers by the Controllers-General, on the subject of the 
attributions of the Control, and the terms in which they are mentioned in the letter of the 
riesident to the Khedive, laying down the Ministerial programme. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosurc in No. 267. 

The Controllers-General to Mahmoud Pasha Sami. 

^ • Ic n ^S dc , llt » Caire, le 8 Fevrier, 1882. 

DANS in lettre que vous avez adressee a Son Altesse le Khedive vous annoncez 
voti e intention dc soutenir Ioyalement les institutions creees pour assurer le service de la 
Dctte Consolidce, et parmi ees institutions vous mentionnez le Controle General, comme la 
Commission de la Dctte, le Controle dc la Daira, et la Commission des Domaines. 

Les termes dans lcsquels votre intention cst expriinee donneraient ii penser quo vous 
consideicz 1c Controle Ceneral comme ay ant des attributions restreintes a la surveillance 
des Administiations dont le produit est alfecte au service dc la Dette. 

Le Decret du 15 Novembrc, 1879, ctend, au contraire, k tous les services publics 
1 action du Contiolc, et nous attribuant seance au Conseil des jUinistres, nous donne par 
ccla meme le droit d’emettre notre opinion sur toutes les questions d’administration 
intericure qui touchent aux interims financiers du pays. 

Nous ne pouvons done accepter que sous reserve les termes du programme que vous 
avez sounds k Son Altcsse. 

Nous vous prions de vouloir bien lui communiquer cette lettre et d’en donner lecture 
au Conseil des Ministres dans sa prochaiuc seance. 

Veuillez, &c. 

Les Controlcurs-Gdneraux, 

(Signe) E. DE BLIGNlBRES. 

A. COLVIN. 


No. 268. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 20.) 

(No. 62.) J ' 

My Lord, Cairo, February 10, 1882. 

WITH reference to your Lordship’s despatch No. 22 of the 26th ultimo, in which 
your Lordship points out that the statement made in a Reuter’s telegram, that I had been 
instructed to give to Cherif Pasha explanations as to the character of the dual note of the 
8th ultimo, was quite inaccurate, I have the honour to state that I made no explanations 
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, xi u- f ihr note bevond the remarks recorded in my despatch 

to Cherif Pasha on the subject of the J\. 0 soo( j as to approve in your 

Xo 17 of the 10th ultimo, which your Loidship was so O ou uf 

despatch No. 18 of the 20 th ultimo. j have> &c . 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 269. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville. — {Received February 20.) 

(No. 65.) Cairo, February 13, 1882. 

My "have the honour to 

the present Chamber will «.t fcr hvo 5^^ ftSdTrf the Chamber. 

on the 26th March, and that Sultan c c 1 . similar to that finally decided 

intl^^t^aSir th^hich I ban the honour to te.e S raph 

40 y °±o ^4 ^h J' rSrptvJ of the™, DebC 

entered too with Sign'» % i»°no case form the subject of discussion in the 
Clm 1 Sc.e 35 provides that a Cession composed of t ‘" 

40 V Artide^; :rrtt°caf; oTr^oa. vote between the ^ 

Council, the Budget shall sc . n ' ’^ 0,00 cvecutb'e lint if the Chamber maintains the 

vote of the Council, that vote sha bv Articles (> 3 and 24 shall be followed. In 

vote of its Commission the course appo,m .leh> At“■'« of vole3> if thc y lignre 

that case the credits of the Draft budget "“Wt.togtl ^ now objectSj 8uch as 

public ^ U otC &c. S Cl CC be proudly employed and until the meeting of the new 

Chamber^ g _ ^ ^ ^ „ cw C | rara ber confirms the vote of the preceding Chamber, 

SUC '^h^S^"fot «rfo^icle 30 regulate the course to be taten {» 

case of dbag, ecmed between the ““repeated 

case of persistent disagreement b tween the thc KlmIlv0 dissolves the 

Clumber iind decrees^ lrcsh' elections to taIt) place within not less than three months 
between the day of dissolution and the day o eom ocaturn. Lm . ( ,ship's particular 

Concession' can be made without the 

consent of the Chamber. j have, &o. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Iuelosuro in No. 269. 

Extract from the “ Moniteur Eyyptien ” of February 10,1882. 

De'cret. 

NOUS, Khddivc d’Kgypte, n , , 1s81 ut 7 pdwior, 1882 ; 

Vunos deux Deercts on date des o ’ t bU1 . I’avis conformc do noire 

Yu la decision do la Cluunbre des Dologuos, et sui 

Conscil dos Mmisiros; 


Avons ddcrdte ct dderdtons: 

Article l cr . La poriodc de fonctionncmcnt do la Cliambrc des Ddldguds actuelie est 
fixde a cinq ans, a pavtir do la date do sa convocation. 

Art. 2. Notre President du Conscil des Ministres, Ministrc de PIntdricur, est 
charge do 1’execution du present Dderot. 

Eait au Palais dTsmailich, lo 7 Eevrier, 1882. 

(Signe) MEIlfiMET TEWEIK. 

Par lc Khedive; 

Lc President du Conscil des Ministres, 

Ministrc de lTntdricur, 

(Signe) Mahmoud Samy. 


De'cret. 

Nous, Khedive d’Egyptc, 

Yu nos deux Dccrets on date des 3 Octobrc, 1881, et 7 Eevrier, 1882 ; 

Vu la decision de la Cliambrc des Delegates, ctsur l’avis conformc dc notre Conscil 
des Ministres; 

Avons decrete ct dderdtons : 

Article l el . La premiere Session de la Cliambrc des Ddldguds, ouverto le 
26 Decombre, 1881, sera close le 26 Mars, 1882. 

Art. 2. Notre President du Conscil des Ministres, Ministrc dc lTntoricur, est 
charge dc l’oxeoution du present Dderot. 

Eait au Palais dTsmailich, le 7 Eevrier, 1882. 

(Signe) MEHEMET TEWEIK. 

Par le Khedive: 

Le President du Conscil des Ministres, 

Ministrc de l’lntdrieur, 

(Signe) Mahmoud Samy. 


De'cret. 

Nous, Khedive d’Egypte, 

Yu nos deux Dderets on date des 18 Ddcemhrc, 1881, et 7 Eevrier, 188-.; 

Yu la decision de la Cliambrc des Ddldguds, et sur Pavis conformc dc notre Conscil 
des Ministres ; 

Avons decrete et dderdtons: 

Article 1". Son Excellence Sultan Pacha, President de la Chanibre des Ddldguds, 
est maintenu dans ses fonctions pour line poriodc do cinq ans, a partir dc la date de la 
convocation de la Cliambrc actuelie. 

Art. 2. Notre President du Conscil des Ministres, Ministrc dc 1 Intencur, est 
charge dc Pexecution du present Dderot. 

Eait au Palais dTsmailich, lc 7 Eevrier, 1882. , 


Par le Khedive: 

Le Ministrc du Conscil des Ministres, 
Ministrc dc Plntdrieur, 

(Signe) Mahmoud Samy. 


(Signe) 


MEIIltlMET TEWEIK. 


De'cret. 

Nous, Khedive d’Egypto, 

Yu notre Dderot du t Octobrc, 1881 (11 Zilcadd, 1298); .. 

Vula decision de la Cliambrc des Ddldguds, et sur Pavis conformc do notre Conscil 
des Ministres; 

Avons decrete et dderdtons: 

Article 1°'. Los Membros de la Cliambrc des Ddldguds sont elus. ...., 

Due Loi ultdriourc et spdeiale fera connaitre les conditions de 1 eleotorabilite 
ot de l’dligibilitd en memo temps quo le mode d’elect ion a la Chanibre des Delcgues. 

Art. 2. Les Membros do la Chanibre des Ddldguds sont elus pour une duree de 
cinq amides ; ils reeoivent une indemnitd annuelle de £ E. 100. 
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Art 3. Les Deques sent libres dans l’excrcice do lours mandats; ils ne peuvent 
Af re Ufa ni par dcs promesses, ni par uno instruction, ni par un ordro, m par des 
menaces do nature si entravor la libro expression do lours opinions. 

Art 4 Les Delegues sont inviolablcs. , 

Eli cas do crime ou delit commis pendant lc cours do la session, ils no peuvent 
Atro mis on arrestation qu’avcc l’autorisation do la Chambre . . 

4 v t. 5. La Cbambro pourra aussitdt aprfts sa convocation demander, provisone- 
ment ct pour la duree dc la Session, la mise on liberte do 1 un do scs Membrcs qui aura 
6td cmprFsonnd, ou la suspension dc toutc action dirigee contra lm pendant les vacanccs 
cle la Chambre, pour uncaffaire criminelle dans laquclle un jngement n cst pas encore 

inteiumu.^ Delegue represente, non sculement les interets dc la circonscnption 

nui l’a eiu mais encore, les interets du pcuplo Egyptien en general. 

^ Art. 7. La Chambre des Lelegues siege au Cairo. Elio cst convoqucc cheque 
annee par Decret du Khedive, sur l’avis conformc du Conseil dcs Mnnstrcs. ^ 

Art. 8. Les Sessions ordinaircs ct annuelles de la Chambre dcs Delegates ont une 

rlnvee do trois mois, du l cr Novembre au 31 Janvier. 

Si les travaux de la Chambre no sont pas aclicves au 31 Janvier, elle pourra 

demander une prolongation de quinze a trente jours. 

Cette prolongation lui sera accordec par Decret du Knearvo. _ r . 

Art. o! En cas dc necessite la Chambre sera convoquec cn Session extraordinaire 

^a^lurde ties Sessions extraordinaircs sera fixec par lc Decret memo dc convocation. 
Art 10 Les Sessions do la Chambre sont ouvertes, en presence dcs Mmistrcs, par 
le lvhedive, ou par le President du Conseil dcs Ministres agissant par delegation du 

Khedive. premiere stance dc chaquc Session annuelle un discours d ouverture 

sera prononed par" le Khedive, ou, en son nom, par le President du Conseil des 

n^Daura pour objet d’exposer a la Chambre les principals questions qui lui scront 

presentees dans le cours de la Session. ^ , , 

Autos la lecture du discours d’ouverture la seance sera levee. , 

Art 12. Dans les trois jours qui suivront, la Chambre, apres avoir nommo n o 
Commission a Met do preparer une reponsc au discours d ouverture, votcra cctte 
reponse qui sera presentee au Khedive par unc delegation choisic dans son scm. 

Art ^3. La reponsc au discours d’ouvcrture nc pourra traitor aucune ques o 
d’une facon decisive, ni contenir aucun avis ayant etc 1 objet dc delibeiations 

pi '6ulablos. ^ ^ 0]mmteo soumcttm au Khedive lino lis to nontenant les noms dc trois 

tie ses Membrcs proposes pour les fonctions de President. , , 

L Sdivenommodrarllecrot J’un des Membrcs ains. des.gnds, President do 

la Chambre des Delegates. . 

Les fonctions du President auron une duree do cmq ans. . 

Art. 15. La Chambre elira deux Vice-Presidents, qu’cllcs choisira parmi ses 

Afpmhrcs ot noniiueva les Secretaires de son Ihiroau. ,. ,. 

Art 10. Le proces-verbal des seances de la Chambre est redige sous la direction 
du Bureau dc la Chambre, compose du President, dcs A ice-1 residents, ct des 

SCC1 Art L 17 La langue officiclle pour la Chambre cst la languc Arabe. 

Les prochs-verbaux ct les conipt es-rendus dc la Chambre scront redigds dans la 

iangim othcieile^ ont i c droit d’assister aux seances de la Chambre et d’y 

prcncte ia paral^orsqu’ils lc jagent a propos ; ils peuvent s’y Cairo representer par de 

hautsAonctmunan decide qu’il v a lieu d’appclcr dans son sem Fun des 

Minis t re* pour lui demander des explications sur unc question determinec, le Mmistie 
doit^ yKendra en personne ou so Lire representer par un autre tonctionnaire pour 

foumu les exphtat ' droit dc surveiller les actos dc tons les fonctionnaires 

publics- ils peuvent pendant la Session et par Fentremise du President de la Chambra 
signaler au Ministro* competent tout abus, irregularites, ou negligence attnbue a un 

fonetionnaire public dans l’cxcrcice de scs fonctions. + u Phnmbve do toute 

Art. 21. Les Ministrcs sont solidairement rasponsablcs de\ant, la Chambic cletou e 

mesurc prise en Conseil et violant les lois ct reglemcnts en vigucur. 
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Art. 22. Cliaque Ministre cst individuellement rcsponsable dans lc cas prevu a 
PArticle precedent, des actes accomplis dans l’exercice de ses fonctions. 

Art. 23. En cas de disaccord persistant entre la Chambre des Delegues et le 
Ministei'c ; apres ecliangc reitere de vues et de motifs, si le Ministore ne se retire pas, 
le Khedive dissout la Chambre des Delegues et decrete qu’il sera procode a de 
nouvelles elections dans un delai que no pourra cxceder trois mois, a compter du jour 
de la dissolution jusqu’a celui de la com r ocation. 

Tout Delegue sortani. est ineligible. 

Art. 24. Si la nouvelle Chambre confirme par son vote celui de la Chambre 
precedente qui avail provoque le disaccord, ce vote sera defmitivement acquis. 

Art. 25. Les Projets de Loi ct de Rdglcment emanent dc l’initiativc du Gouverne- 
ment; ils sont presentes a la Chambre dcs Delegues par les Ministres pour y etre 
etudies, discutes ct votes. 

Aucune Loi ne pent devenir cxecutoirc, si elle n’a etc prealablement luo devant la 
Chambre des Delegues, Article par Article, voice disposition par disposition, et 
sanctionnee par le Khedive. 

Cliaque Projet de Loi sera l’objet do trois lectures; cliaque lecture sera separec par 
un intcivallc de quinze jours. 

En cas d’urgence, unc seule lecture sera deelaree sulhsantc par un vote special de 
la Chambre. 

Si la Chambre juge necessairc dc demander au Conseil dcs Ministres la presenta¬ 
tion d’un Projet dc Loi, elle lui en fora la demande par l’cntrcnhse du President de la 
Chambre, et, en cas d’approbation dc la part du Gouvernemcnt, le Projet de Loi sera 
prepare par le Ministore ct presente a la Chambre dans les formes flxees par cct 
Article. 

Art. 2G. La Chambre clioisit dans son scin une Commission chargee de l’examen 
de tout Projet de Loi ou dc Kfcglcmcnt qui lui est souinis. 

Cette Commission peut proposer au Gouvernemcnt dcs modifications au projet 
qu’ellc \ 6te chargee d’examiner; dans cc cas, le projet et les modifications proposes 
sont renvoyes avant la discussion generate par le President dc la Chambre au President 
du Conseil des Ministres. 

Art. 27. Si la Commission ne propose pas do modifications ou si celles qu’ellc pro¬ 
pose ne sont pas adoptees par le Gouvernemcnt, le texte primitif du Projet de Loi sera 
mis on deliberation devant la Chambre; si les modifications proposees par la Commis¬ 
sion sont accept ees par le Gouvernemcnt, le texte ainsi modifie sera mis en deliberation 
devant la Chambre. 

Dans lc cas oil le Gouvernemcnt n’accepterait pas les modifications proposees par 
la Commission, eelle-ci aurait le droit de soumettre a la Chambre son avis et ses 

observations. , . . 

Art. 28. La Chambre des Delegues peut adopter ou rejeter tout Projet do Loi qui 
lui aura etc souinis par la Commission. _ ’ 

Elle peut aussi le renvoyer a la Commission pour y etre examine unc seconde fois. 

Art. 29. Le President do la Chambre transmottra au President du Conseil des 
Ministres les Lois et les lieglements votes par la Chambre. 

Art. 30. Kul impot nouveau direct ou indirect, fonoior, mobilier, ou personnel ne 
pout etre etabli en Egypte sans uno Loi Aotec par la Chambic. 

En consequence, il est formellement interdit de percevoir toute contribution 
nouvelle, a quelque titro et sous quelque denomination que ce soit, qui n’aurait pas 
etc prealablement votec par la Chambre des Delegues, a peine contrc l’autorite qui 
Pordonnerait, eontro les employes qui redigeraient les roles et tarifs, et contrc ceux qui 
en feraieut le recouvrement d’etre poursuivis comme concussionnaires. _ > 

Toutc contribution ainsi indument perdue sera rcstituee a ceux qui 1 auront 

Pay ° Art. 31. Le Budget Annuel des Itecettes et dcs Deponses de l’Etat sera communique 
a la Chambre des Delegues au plus tard le 5 Novembre de cliaque annee. 

Art. 32. Le Budget General des llecettes sera presente ii la Chambre accompagne 
d’etats explicatifs pour cliaque nature dc recettcs. . , , 

Art. 33. Le Budget des Dispenses sera divise par Mmisthre et subdivise on 
sections ct cliapitros eorrespondants aux divorses branches des services publics 

dependant de cliaque Atinisthre. . , , . 

Art. 31. No pourront, en aucun eas, etre l’objet des discussions de la Ghambro: 

Le service du Trilmt du a la Sublime Porte ; 

Le service do la Detto Publique ; .... 

Ainsi que toute charge relative a la Dettc, et resultant de la Loi do Liquidation ou 
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do Conventions inlervenues cnti-c les Puissances (Strangles ot le Gouvcrnement 

Mrk Le Budget sera envoye ii la Cliambre, pour y etre cxammiS ct diseutd 

do Eclogues, ct ayant le mtao nombre 
(lc voix one les Memhros duConscil do Ministrcs ct, son President, sera nominee pai la 
Cliambre pour discuter, concurromment avee le Conscil des Ministrcs, e pioje c 
Budget et le voter soit, a l’unanimite, soit a la majorite des voix. 

Art 36 En cas de partage des voix cn nombre egal cntic la Commission cie 

la Cliambre et le Conscil des Ministrcs, le Budget sera mm>y5fa Mtaistres ce 
le eas oil la Chamlwc conflrmcrait (par son vote) eelui du Consul des Mimstres, ce 

TOt ° Mais'sMa Cliambre maintient lo vote de sa Commission, ll sera precede con- 

“rcr^rriutflu £&££& V& out determine le partage des 
voix s’ils fmurent dans le Budget de l’annec precedentc, et s’lls no sont pas aflcctcs a 
objet nouveau tel quo: travaux publics on autres, seront 
employes provisoirement et'jm ( P^ la reunion de la nouvellc Cliambio, en vcitu 

i Article 23.^ ^ ^ nouve n e Cliambre confirmc le vote de la 

sur le Budget ce vote sera definitivement exeeutoire, cu eon loimite de 1 A - • 

apprmams par b^Cbambre. lmc petition a la Cliambre des DeUSgues. 

Les ^tittas seront renvoyees a line Commission elieisie par la Cliambre dans son 

Sem 'sur lc rapport do cette Commission la Cliambre prendra cn consideration, ou 
on consideration seront ronvoycos an MMrtro competent 

CiJus m Xibstrai it's, on si 

clto 

^swa:* s». ft 

° 0 nT Sw" < l’« ? m< ; n do 1’affaire devra Mrc soumis ii l’cxamen de la Cliambre dans 
sa pte prodiaine Sessiem t ^ ^ & cxp0M , v ou discuter des questions, ni it 
prendre part aux deliberations de la Cliambre on debovs de scs Membra,, a 1 cxccp 

des wri ct ** «* a,^ 

““"M *t*zs^!s£i£ 

dix Membrcs au moms de la diamine ties jjeie 0 ueh. i 

dM ^ S la 

quo Vdlcctien des denx Viec-PriSsi,louts ct la nominat.oii des irem.ei Leu. 

Sue pe <1U ° d *" 

tiers au moins des Membrcs qui la eomposent ass.stent a .la delibciat . 
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Art. 49. La Cbambre des Ddldgues elaborera son P dglcmcnt intdricur, qui sera 
rendu exeeutoire par Decret du Khedive. 

Art. 50. La presente Loi Organiquc pourra etre modifiee aprds accord entre la 
Cliambre des Deldgnes et lc Conscil des Ministrcs. 

Art. 51. L’interpretation de tout Article ou do touto phrase qui, dans la presente 
Rhglcmcnt aurait besoin d’etre fixeo, sera faite d’un commun accord par la Cliambre 
,des Delegues ct le Conscil des Ministrcs. 

Art. 52. Toutcs dispositions de Lois, Decrcts, Ordres Sup 6 rieurs, Pfoglemcnts ou 
usages contraircs ii la presente Loi sont et demeurent abrogees. 

Art. 53. Nos Ministrcs sont charges, eliaeun cn ce qui lc concerne, de l’execution 
de la presente Loi. 

Eait au Palais d’lsmailieh, lc 7 Eevrier, 1882 (18 Rabi-Awel, 1299). 

(Signe) MEHEMET TEWEIK. 

Par lo Kliedivo: 

Le President du Conscil des Ministrcs, Ministro de rinterieur, 

(Signe) Maiimoud Samy. 

Le Ministro des Affaires Etrangdrcs ct de la Justice, 

Moustapiia Eehmy. 

Lc Ministro de la Guerre ct do la Marine, 

Ahmed Aiiabi. 

Le Ministre des Einances, 

Ali Sadiic. 

Lc Ministro des Travaux Publics, 

Mahmoud Eeiimy. 

Le Ministro de l’Instruetion Publique, 

Abdallah Pikuy. 

Lo Ministre des Walds, 

Has sax Chehey. 


No. 270. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 20.) 

(No. 60. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 13, 1882. 

THE Organic Law of the Chamber of Deputies is apparently designed to give the 
Chamber complete control of the Government of the country, but, possibly by an over¬ 
sight, there is nothing in it which provides for the course to be taken in case the Khedive 
should refuse to sanction a law, and as no law is valid except by Khcdivial Decree, this 
omission gives His Highness virtually the power of veto. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 271. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 20.) 

Mi* 3 'Lin'd Cairo, February 13, 1882. 

1 l HAVE the honour to inclose herewith a translation and precis of an article 
from the Arabic journal “ El Maliroussa,” which is supposed to represent the National 
party, on the employment of foreigners in the Egyptian service. 

1 J I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Enclosure in No. 271. 

Precis of an Article from the Journal “El Maliroussa ” of February 7, 1882. 

The Auibic and European Press. 

WE answer to those who maintain that the European press is right in its fears 
for the dismissal of European employes in case the National party is victorious, that 
[346] ^ O 
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far from being blameable we are to be 

ot Sid our journals are perfectly 
^ Are auoptnpapcrs pleased am taking 

mcm and^tbrotri^it^®^^ s^. domains whkii 
iLX» without being able to pay 

wliat it owes ? , . , .. , u nv +wn 4 i n - n i s 0 f this land would he 

With a better administration one-lialf or two-tUncis oi mis 

sufficient to meet its debts. hundreds of foreigners in our administra- 

tions^^SKi" tZ tvo dreamed of at borne, to see 

thenfiem^mselvcs^blamcdi^w^do claini'tlmnT^to^see^in fme, that honourable and 

1=^^ ■gStaSfiTS 

enabled us to distinguish between good and e\'ll. 


No. 272. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 20.) 

(No. 68 .) Cairo, February 13,1882. 

M> ’ WITH reference to my despatch No. 59 of the 9th instant, transmitting a copy 

the Mcmom^um of Hie 8Uwnstant^n^reply^to the ji'Ietnotanc utn^given ^ reply entirely 

omitsTo notice "the rial ibjeet of our M™ndum 

issue such negotiation might have, b GoTOmmcnts w declined to admit 

successtul, as neither the Ln ? hsh n „ , . , v hich had hitherto existed. They 

have taken a step of which they cannot control the result.^ ^ 

(Signed) ’ EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 273. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 20.) 

(No. 69.) Cairo, February 13, 1882. 

My V HAVE the honour to inclose herewith a copy of a Memorandum dated the 
Uth inrtanl by Sir A. Colvin, on the effect of the change of the Ministry upon the 

“ere can be no doubt that the “irely 

the Government, in whom it was l n< jvio 0 f’th e Controllers does not extend bevond 

changed the position of the Con rob 1 he owe, ‘^'‘Xiint when they had only to 

their advice is set at nought. 
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It is generally said that there is no wish on the part of the National party to rid 
Egypt of the Control; but it can hardly be doubted that there is a very clear intention to 
carry out the principle of the party in spite ol the advice ot the Control, should it be 

adverse. _ . 

That is to say, that they feel that the power resides with them, and that the Control 
may be useful because the Controllers are men of long experience and of varied knowledge, 
of which they hope to make use so far as it suits them, and no further. But it becomes a 
question whether it is useful or dignified for England and France to maintain the 
Controllers when they can no longer control. 

T have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 273. 

Memorandum. 

THE change of Ministry, so far as the Control is concerned, has not hitherto brought 
about any direct difficulties; but the attitude of the present Government towards us is one 
of extreme reserve, and we, on our side, have been compelled by events to adopt a similar 
attitude. The first act of the new Cabinet was to convoke a meeting of Council, at which 
we assisted, in order to consider the new* Constitutional Law. Wc made no observation on 
any of the Articles except those relating to the Budget. On that point we merely referred 
the Council to the communication made to the late President by the Agents of England 
and France. The Law was voted at a subsequent Council, to which we were not summoned, 
and the Articles on the Budget, with immaterial modifications, were adopted. 

In consequence of the attitude ot the Cabinet, we have no longer the means of knowing 
what the projects and programme of the Government are. Under the Ministiies of 
Riaz and Cherif, the Controllers, and the several English and French functionaries, were in 
the closest relations with the superior officials. During the last week this has been wholly 
changed, and the exclusion of the Anglo-French element trom the deliberations of Govern- 
ment is as marked as was the share it was formerly invited to take. (1 inclose a transla¬ 
tion of a letter received, since the above was written, from the Minister of War, by 
M. Maznc, Inspector-General of the Octrois. M. Mazuc had been requested by the 
Council, at the instance of the Control, to inquire into the Commissariat Department of 
the War Office, with a view to checking frauds and embezzlements.) r Lhe terms in which 
the Control was alluded to in the Ministerial programme has already formed the subject of 
correspondence between us and the President, copy of which has been communicated to the 

two Agents. , . . . ,, 

The aim of the present Ministry in regard to the Control, as clearly shown m the 
reply to our letter ot the 8 th February, is to limit its area of action. The Ministry 
professes to regard the Control as an institution existing solely in the intciests of the holders 
of the bonded debt. As such, it seeks to confine its attributions to questions immediately 
atfcctin ,T the assigned revenues, and to exclude it from an effective voice in the geneial 
direction of the finances. We, on the other hand, view, the Control as intended to secure 
more than a mere guarantee for the payment from year to year of the interest on the 
bonded debt. Our business, as wc understand it, is to do this, but also to assist in the 
financial conduct of affairs, so as to prevent a possible recurrence of the difficulties which 
were finally closed by the Law of Liquidation, and thus to enable our respective Govern¬ 
ments to discharge ‘the obligation imposed on them towards the other Powers which 
accepted that Law, and the sacrifices it imposed on their subjects. In order to do this we 
must make ourselves heard on many questions which, though not solely financial, have a 
verv important bearing on the finances. Such, for instance, was the question ot the 
increase of the strength of the army. It is to this end that we are given seats in Council 

and a voice in all matters which come before it. . . taj.it 

With the present Ministry there is no hope that this view will he adopted, and I 
therefore foresee a continued struggle between it and us, arising from a radically different 
conception of the nature of our position. The effort oi the Ministry to exclude us from 
an effective voice in the question of the Budget is the logical outcome oi its way of looking 
at the Control; and the whole of our opposition on that question rested on the tact that 
we are unable to place ourselves at their point ot view. . a 

At the present moment there is also a special reason which reduces our influence to 
minimum. The control always relied for its efficacy on the respect felt for the two Powers 
The Ministry, having advisedly entered on a course opposed to the expressed views oi those 
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the 

as a bar to the development o necessary that if other institutions are to be 

institution, and a It has bce/efficient hitherto because it was in 

modified, it also should be -^ 0 -. If that machinery is to 

harmony with the machinery of Govcinm 1 -j. g e ( b eient working, must also be 

be re-adjusted, the attributions of tlie ™ .,Hered must depend on the measure of 

revised. The extent to which the; 8 ,ou ’“ “V * \dle to hope that, as things now are, 
liberal concessions approved for LgypU Bet * ‘ fl ‘J dl 1 administration in Egypt; 

S^f W and France as mandataircs o, 

the several Powers which accepted the Law oi Liquidator A COLVIN. 

Cairo, February 11, 1882. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 273. 

The Minister of War to M. Mazuc. 

Cc 20 Rabi Axocl, 1299 (February 9, 1882). 

a 1, S U votre lettre cnidiome Franks, » t^iS^/laine 
Par cette lettre vous me laites savoir quo ' ous . ^ (1 , 6[utliel . lcs divers services 

EuLS«"- S ^P—! vous ^no demandez par cette mdme lettre 

81 “‘rr tofnehet X“”adZXtives et —^t^ 
Guerre, lcs reformes on ^ e l , “™^ i ° n ?q“ e U v ^ i a “ as qu’il y ait lieu do vous derangev et 

«• 

de venir, (L.S.) Le Ministre de la Guerre. 


No. 274. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—{Received February 20.) 

(No. 71.) Cairo, February 13, 1882. 

My Lord, , XT f0 f lbe g t h instant, inclosing a copy of a 

WITH reference to my despatch TSoA 50 ° l “ of the Council on the subject 

letter which the Controllcrs-General wro in which they were mentioned in the 

of the attributions of the Control and the t cl . ew ith a copy of a reply from his 

“ ‘of " m the .alter to M. Sienlticwicz 

aml Tho President of the Conned states, 

passage in the programme by the Cent November 1879, re-establishing the 

justified. He proceeds enaeln.ents’ which have finally 

hMfd^ofT country^and °he ^suites 0 that he has formerly declared that the 

Ministry will watch over their strictandTmthW ^ ukiewicz and mc , that they do 

The Controllers-Gcneral sa>, in then i wished to establish that their conti ol 

not propose to continue the dls { C^sion, tin t^ those mentioned in conjunction 
extended to other branches o * f bu t they hold that the real object of 

with it in the Ministerial programme, and tl d l co ) uluct G f flic Administration, 

EK» srs “> 


145 


Inclosure 1 in No. 274. 

Mahmoud Pasha Samy to the Controllers-General. 

Messieurs, Le Cairo, le 9 Fe'vrier, 3882. 

EN soumettant a Son Altesse le Khedive les principes qui dirigeront ma 
conduite et celle du Ministere que je preside, ma volontd de soutenir loyalcmcnt les 
institutions creees pour assurer le service de la Dctte Consolidee a etc lormellenicnt 
exprimde. 

Votre lettre du 8 Fevrier courant mc fait connaitre quo les termes dans lcsquels ma 
volontd est exprimec vous ont donne ii penser que le Controlc General avait des attribu¬ 
tions restreintes it la surveillance des Administrations dont lc produit est affecte au service 
de la dettc. Cette interpretation ne me parait pas justifies Lc Contrdle Genera) a etd 
institud comme Tune des garanties les plus efficaces pour lcs interets des creanciers et 
e’est ii ce titre que, dans ma lettre a. Son Altesse le Khedive, il a cte mentionne en tete 
des Administrations creees pour assurer le service do la Dette Consolidee. Aux terrncs du 
Decret du 15 Novembre, 1879, les Controlcurs-Gcueraux, sans piendre part a la direction 
des services administratifs et financiers, ont en matierc financierc les pouvoirs 
d’investigation les plus etendus sur tous lcs services publics. Ce Decret fait partie 
des dispositions legislatives qui ont defmitivement regie la dctte du. pays, et j’ai 
formellement declare que la Ministdre veillerait a lour stricte ct fidele execution. 

J’ai done la satisfaction dc vous donner l’assurance quo vos reserves au programme 
quo Son Altesse a daignd approuver n’ont aucun fondement et j’espere. Messieurs, 
que ces explications seront pour vous une nouvelle preuve de mon sincere desir de 
vous faciliter l’cxercice des fonctions dont vous etes charges dans linteiet des 


creanciers. 


Veuillez, &c. 

Le President du Conscil des Ministrcs, 

(Signd) MAHMOUD. 


Inclosurc 2 in No. 274. 

The Controllcrs-General to Sir E. Malet. 

M. le Ministre, Le Caire, lc 12 Fevrier, 1882. 

NOUS avons l’honneur de vous adresser la reponso faite par le President du Conseil 
h la lettre par laquelle nous lui avions fait savoir que nous nc pouvions accepter sans 
reserve les termes dans lesquels s’cxprimait au sujet du Controlc le programme qu’il a 

sounds a Son Altesse le Khedive. < ..... 

Nous jugcons inutile do continuer avee M. lc President du Conscil une discussion qui 
nous parait sans interct pratique. Nous avons voulu seulemcnt etablir que, suivant nous, 
les attributions du Contrble n’etaient pas restreintes a telle ou telle categorie de 
revenus comme celle des autres Administrations mentionnecs par le President du 

Conscious est;nionSj cn efl - et quc> vestreint a la surveillance des revenus affectes, le Contrble 
ferait, dans une certaine mesurc, double cmploi avee la Caisse de la Dctte, le Controlc de la 
Daira, et les Administrations des Domaines et des Chemins de l‘cr. La veritable laison 
d’etre du Controle est, croyons-nous, d’eviter, par son action sur la marche generate de 
PAdministration, le retour de crises financiercs dont les creanciers auraicnt mevitablcment 

it souffrir malgre l’affectation it leurs crdances de gages spdeiaux. 

Veuillez, &c. 

Les Controleurs-Generaux, 

(Signe) E. DE BLIGNIflRES. 

A. COLVIN. 
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No. 275. 

The Earl of Dufferin to Earl Granville.— (Received February 20.) 

(No. 92 Confidential.) Constantinople, February 11,1882 

IHAVE tlie honour to report to your Lordship that a teiegram was senton t e 
7th instant to the Khedive by the Sultan, of which the followingis the sense. 

“ Your Highness’ first care must be to ^ your p cst attention 

“Now that the new Ministry has been loimcd you must a i +nTnvlccv 

to the preservation of order, with a view to avoiding disarms 
as well as to Egypt, and, above all, with a view to presenting any cusuumi 

PUbli o Crvill B, discussion ot the Budget to the Cumber t„t care must be 

taken at the samo time that no mfnngenient is maio on 1L ‘ be "strictly 

and Conventions concluded with Europe, which must m cseiy 

reSpe i°wUd venture to add that, from the little care taken to keep this telegram 

secret, its divulgcnce was probably designed forthXX 9 Sultan has ordered 
1 have been told to-day, upon good that on his return 

Pa;, ' a t0 “° tU0 °“ liCSt 

tunity o£ getting rid of the Assembly of Notables. } bavC] &c 

(Signed) DUEEERIN. 

P.S .-February 13. Since lifting the a 1 bovo, I inferior rank, a 


No. 276. 

The Earl of Dufferin to Earl Granville.-(Received February 20.) 

(No. 95.) Constantinople, February 11, 1882. 

My I Ail told, upon good authority, that there Alexandria .' 10 

has been current here relative to the dospatcl K consequence of the 

the purpose of putting down piracy ot the luikisl T haye &( J < 

(Signed ) 1 ’ DUEEERIN. 


No. 277. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.— (Received February 20.) 

(No. 63. Confidential. Extender.) Vienna, February 11,1882. 

My Lord, , , . , mioo-ranh that I had learnt, confidentially, that 

-«“ *•- 

employed through inadvertence. . i n i01 . s i m ilar instructions had been 

1 When 1 sent my telegram I had not j^d uhahm smn a w hich 

sent to the Austro-Hungarian Ambassador, though 1 tliou 0 m i 
coniecture I have since found to be correct. 

(Signed) ’ HENRY ELLIOT. 
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No. 278. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received February 20.) 


(No. 68 . Extender.) 

My Lord, Vienna, February 15, 1882. 

HAYING this morning received your Lordship’s despatch No. 35 upon the 
Egyptian question, together with your No. 36, directing me to concert with the Erench 
Ambassador before communicating it to Count Kalnoky, I called upon my colleague 
for the purpose of carrying out your Lordship’s instructions. 

I found that he had yesterday received the despatch of his Government, unac¬ 
companied by any intimation that he was to speak to me before communicating it to 
Count Kalnoky, to whom he had consequently immediately given a copy. 

I at once wrote a note to the Austrian Minister, saying that I had received a 
despatch from your Lordship of a tenour similar to that which had been given to him 
by Count Duehatel, and asking to see him in order to communicate it. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HENRY ELLIOT. 

p.S._ February 16. I inclose the copy of a letter I have just received from 

Gount Duehatel on this subject. 


Inclosure in No. 278. 

Count Duehatel to Sir H. Elliot. 

M. l’Ambassadeur et clier Collbguc, Vienne, le 16 Fcvrier, 1882. 

UN telegramme quo je rccois a l’instant de Paris me fait savoir que si par suite 
d’uno omission je n’ai pas etc invite a me coneertcr avee vous au sujet de la remise qui 
aurait dii ctrc simultance au Cabinet de Vienne de la communication relative, aux 
affaires Egypticnncs, cot incident nc change rien, daillcurs, a 1 accord complct qui na 
pas ccsse un instant d’existcr entro les deux Gouvcrnements.. 

En me conformant aux instructions do M. de Ereycinet, je m empresse do porter a 

votre connaissancc lc contcnu do ce teldgrammc, et je vous prie, &c. 

(Signd) 1) U CllAiEL. 


No. 279. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received February 20.) 

M ° T 70 d ExtCUder ° Vienna, February 16, 1882. 

^ 1 ° COMMUNICATED to-day to Count Kalnoky, leaving, at liis request, a copy 
in his 1 muds your Lordship’s despatch No. 35, suggesting that, it the occasion for it 
ahould arise,’ it would be desirable that all the Powers should enter into an exchange 

01 Yi n'is Excellency sSulmt he would not on this occasion do more than express, as 
ho had already expressed to Count DucMtcl, who had made a similar communication 
i • 1 r ;i' +i, f . „ou;,. s 0 c En-vut came to be discussed the measures to be 

adored would be taken into consideration without the Powers being divided into two 

“intervention would occur, and he 

repeated his anxious desire for the maintenance of the status quo > m • LgypL 
1 Unon read in"' the sentence in your Lordship s despatch alludin 0 to the ana a 
mcntYof the Khedive “ whether with England and Prance .1 one or 
nations and the other Powers,” his Excellency stopped to ask uliethei all the anan 0 e 
mints of the Khedive with England and France lmd been communicated to the other 
Governments, and I said that, to the best oi my belief, Uiey liad.^ 

(Signed) 1 ’ HENRY ELLIOT. 






Lord Ampthill to Earl Granville.—(Received February 20.) 

(No. 45. Extender.) Berlin, February 13, 1882. 

My m TVF mTTTtOEL tlie new Erencli Ambassador, called on me to-day and told 
me Z to haT"d lvis Seutials to the, Emp-or this and had met 

Fmcign Office, and had com- 

mnm°Id to tSniste.- foe Foreign Allah, a 

E^vpt, which M. do Busch, in the absence o£ Count Hatefeldt, who is ill, had unitei 
to cel^M^hKx’had received similar instructions, and on my 

similar instructions to his from Her Majesty s Government. ^ ^ &(j 

(Signed) AMPTHILL. 


No. 281. 

Lord Ampthill to Earl Gi anviUe.—(Received February 20.) 

(No. 47. Extender.) February 14,1882. 

I°HAD the honour to receive this day, by post, ^ 0 ^ n ^ d ®y^ 8 my S % r cncli 

colL^ 

German Government of the joint note of the lltli instant lespccu D 

ESyl foi,r Lordship has learnt tan my 

Erencli Ambassador had already rceened tho note j est i be simultaneous, 

communicate it at once, so that our conmiuma Affairs an( \ after explaining the 

but I called this morning on tlie Minister fc c Toiq c ^ ’ g f tl lllh i nst ant with 
circumstances, left a copy of your Lordship s dcspMc^ ^ with that received 
his Excellency, who assured me that he wond s built it, to ^ ^ 

vpstpvdav from the Erencli Ambassador, to the Olianceiioi, i u' c 
} eSt TSo "cd my French colleague of the steps I had taken. ^ 

(Signed) AMPTHILL. 


No. 282. 

Lord Ampthill to Earl Granville.— (Received February 20.) 

(No. 50. Confidential. Extender.) Berlin, February 15,1882. 

My Lord, . ,, A _ finw , Minister for Eoreign Affairs told me 

IN reply to a query of nunc, the Act „ : nstnn t AV as in course of prepara- 

to-day that an answer to the joint note ol the L 4chaiv-e of views on Egyptian 

tion, and that the Chancellor was ot °P l "J« n * ‘ Govomm ent would be conducive 

ft dispositions prevailing at present among the 

l0W Prince Bismarck considered, his ExceUon^nid.that lm^lam^ sll0u ui 

themselves acquired a “ diplomatic mat us quo m L„yi , 

not be interfered with. . i i. 01ie( f it might not become ncces- 

In regard to the question of intervention hi hopeu Sultan as 

savy, hut it it did, although ho was personally lavnuauio 
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Sovereign in Egypt, he would not stand in the way of any other proposal agreed to 
and sanctioned by tlie Powers in concert. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) AMPTHILL. 


No. 283. 

Lord Ampthill to Earl Granville.—(Received February 20.) 

(No. 51. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Berlin, February 17, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 15 of the 13th instant, Laron do Courcel 
tells me that his instructions made no mention of the proposed simultaneous commu¬ 
nication of the joint note of the 11th instant respecting Egypt, and that, having since 
learnt from Paris that tho omission was due to an oversight, he had at once called on 
the Acting Minister for Eoreign Affairs and requested his Excellency to consider tlie 
despatches of which we had' left him a copy as a joint and simultaneous communi¬ 
cation on the part of the Governments of England and Erancc, as I had done on the 
previous day. 

His Excellency told me that he had been received by Prince Bismarck, who, 
without alluding to the note itself, had spoken in general terms about Egypt to him 
in the same sense as the Minister for Eoreign Affairs had spoken to me, and as I 
reported in my despatch No. 47 of the 15th instant to your Lordship. 

Tne official answer of the German Government will be forwarded in a few days 
to the German Ambassador in London. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) AMPTHILL. 


No. 284. 

Sir E. Thornton to Earl Granville.— (Received February 20.) 

(No. G3. Confidential.) 

My Lord, St. Petersburgh, February 15, 1882. . 

THE Erencli Charge d’Affaires, M. Ternaux Compans, called on. me this 
morning, and told me, “ olfieieusemcnt,” as ho repeated to me two or three times, that 
ho had received a telegram from his Government instructing him to make a communi¬ 
cation to the Itussian Government with regard to the affairs of Egypt. lie showed 
me the telegram, and said that he had given a copy of it last night to M. de Glcrs. 
It appeared to be an invitation to the Itussian Government to consider, in concert with 
the other Great Powers, tlie question of the maintenance of the stutus quo in Egypt on 
the basis of the Eirmans of the Sultan, and the special arrangements with England 
and Erancc, as well as between them and other Powers. 

M. Ternaux Compans said that he supposed that I was furnished with smnlai 
instructions, and that he had thought I would like to know what he. had done before I 
saw M. dc Giers. I thanked him,'but said that I had received no instructions on the 
subject; on the contrarv, f had reason to believe that Her Majesty s Government had 
not'yot come to a final agreement with that of Erancc as to the terms ot the imitation 
which was to be addressed to the different Powers, for I had then leccned the 
repetition of your Lordship’s telegram No. 59 ol yesterday to Lord L^ons. . 

M. Ternaux Compans said that M. do Giers had promised to communicate tlie 
invitation to the Emperor, to whom, he believed, that the proposal would be entnely 
satisfactory. He added that M. de Giers had expressed a strong disinclination to 
allow the Porte to interfere in the internal affairs of Egypt, or to exercise control 
in that country except under the strictest limitations and the supervision oi tlie Giea 

On seeing M. de Giers this afternoon, his Excellency informed me of the commu¬ 
nication which the Eiench Charge d’Affaires had made, and which ho had sent to tlie 
Emperor. He asked me whether I had received similar instructions, and on my 
replying that none had reached me lie expressed his surprise, because M. iernaux 
Conipans had assured him that Erancc was acting entirely in accord with England m 
[349 j 2 ** 





i . i_ + 110+0 similar communication had been, made to 

& Government by the Wnch he should tell him 

M. do Giers said that when he , ,1 w S toT Russian Government 

t\Z hoX" IT A had agreed to the 

terms of the invitation as presented hy him. t 0 ( tlic communication, that 

he the arrangements or Con- 

ventions mentioned therein should he more clearly spemfled 

(Signed) EBWD. TOOENTON. 


No. 285. 

E Sir A. Paget to Earl Granville.—(Received February 20.) 

(No. 46.) Rome, February 16,1882. 

My I°HAD the honour to rcceiv,e ^0^^ 

of the nth instant relative to the ^suo 1)0 billing to enter upon an 

Government to ascertain whothcit Avit u the question of Egypt on tho 

exchange of views as to the best- mode of ^ ^ Khcdiye) of inter- 

basis of the maintenance of the => . rccc i vcd a t the same time your Lordship s 

national engagements, &c., and I | v t consult with my Trench colleague 

° n ^ 

ahovc^suhjeet tliXcxmEionof^t^s^instrucUons^I^immcdhvtely^wrotc 

Erench Charge d ’ Affaires Mquestin 0 linn p p caK i from him, in reply, 

proceed together to the Mnustci foi 1 1 f ^ p cd j lim 0 n the 13th instant, and that 
that the despatch from his Gmcinmuit 1 a Mancini, not knowing that it was 

** a simiiar dcsi)atch 

addr ^Ws do Eeverseaux celled 

to me the despatch from his Goveinme , X s p 0ld Report he had made 

Lordbhip’s despatch No. 70, was ^oot enouo i comm unication. It was to the 

of his interview with M Mancini on ^hc course now adopted hy the 

effect thaUris Exeelleney had whatovcl . they might have felt at one 

Sre rSeE cxelusion in the control- of 

ansstta- - ■— 

As soon as I had received ^Mai-qms VS gmod Jouglr to reply 

to M. Mancini to request an inter? » ‘ coursc 0 f the afternoon, and I then 

that he would call upon me, which c di , as j did 80 , that it had been 

read to him your Lordship s despat 4 No.. 70, com = umicat cd simultaneously with 

your Lordship’s intention that it should charg6 d’Affaires had 

pmeetofme. 4 When'l tad read the despatch I offered his Excellency a copy of tt, 
"“^ySdtggod me to convey Ids thanks to your Lordship for commuui- 

cation, to which he could it 1 >> j“ wou ld he expected, from which observe- 

exactly whethera written 01 a, v ‘‘ h 0 would wish to communicate with 

tion and others 1 gathered that, heloi 1 g’ c,iven to him would he eommuni- 
the other Powers. He inquired il the i rep lied that 1 had no 

cated to the Porte as well as to the oU “ P ^ & » * 0 in the despatch which states 

^ta3^mX^w^ld«t that the Sultan should he a party to any 

the course which he had puisiu d i °\ t trouble your Lordship, as it did not 
Sgt 1^ newAhct' of So referred to the communication made 
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to your Lordship last September, to your having declined this overture and advised its 
not being made to Prance, to his having subsequently been in communication w ith the 
other Powers on the Egyptian question, and he took credit to himself for having been 
the first to suggest the course which had now been adopted hy England and Prance. 
His Excellency concluded hy saying that he rejoiced to think that Europe was no 
longer divided into two camps upon the Egyptian question. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) A. PAGET. 


No. 286. 

Sir A. Paget to Earl Granville.—(Received February 20.) 

(No. 47. Secret.) 

My Lord, Rome, February 16, 1882. 

WITH reference to a passage in my despatch No. 38, Secret, of the 9tli instant, 
in which I reported that Baron Blanc had disclaimed any credit being due to the 
Italian Government for the first formula of the reply of tho four Powers to the 
Circular of the Porte respecting Egypt having been modified, I think it right to say 
that M. Mancini, having referred to the same subject in the course of the obser¬ 
vations he made during his visit to me yesterday, expressed himself in a contrary 
sense. 

nis Excellency said spontaneously, that the reply of the Powers had been drawn 
up at Constantinople, and that it was owing to the observations of Count Corti, in 
virtue of the instructions he had received, that its original form had been rendered 
less “ accentue,” and more simple. 

I did not think it necessary to inform M. Mancini of what I heard from Baron 
Blanc on this subject, or to pursue it any further. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) A. PAGET. 


No. 287. 

Sir A. Panel to Earl Granville.—(Received February 20.) 

(No. 48.) 

My Lord, Rome, February 16, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose to your Lordship herewith copy of a note which 
I have just received from the Prcticli Charge d’Affaires, giving the text of a telegram 
received this morning from his Government, instructing him to inform me that it was 
owing to an omission in the telegram sent to him on the 12 th instant that he was not 
told to concert with mo before communicating to the Italian Government the despatch 
about Egypt, which ought to have been communicated simultaneously with the one 
addressed to me by your Lordship on the same subject. 

1 have, &c. 

(Signed) A. PAGET. 


Inclosure in No. 287. 

M. Rcvcrseuux to Sir A. Paget . 

M. PAmbassadcur, Ambassade de France, Rome, le 16 Fevrier, 1882. 

,TE rcoois ce matin le tdlegramme suivant, quo je m’empressc de vous com- 

muniquor:— . 

“ C’est par suite d’unc omission quo le telegraminc en date du 12 Pevrier no vous 
a pas invite a vous concertcr avec l’Ambassadcur d’Anglcterro avant de l’aire^ au 
Gouvernement Italian la communication dont je vous ai charge, ct qui aurait du etre 
simultane. 

“ Cet incident nc change ricn, d’aillcurs, a l’accord complct qui na pas ccsse un 
instant d’exister outre les deux Couvernemcnts. 

“ Veuillcz cn fairo part sans retard a TAmbassadcur d’Angleterre.” 

Ycuillez, &c. 

(Signe) REVERSEAUX. 
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No. 288. 

The Earl of Duferin to Earl Granville.—(Received February 20.) 

iS 0 ,' 39 'V a Constantinople, February 19, 1882. 

(idegrap icO authority that the four Powers are agreed, in replying to the last 

joint^conlrnunication La England and France to reaffirm.and acmrtuatc, he prmc.ple 
enunciated in their recent declaration to the Portland to add that neither moi a 
material pressure should he applied to Egypt except w.th the common consent of all the 

^ This is only a hearsay account of the projected communication. 


No. 289. 

Earl Granville to Lord Ampthill. 

(No. 73 a.) Foreign Office, February 20, 1882. 

y THF German Ambassador told me to-day that he was instructed to inform me of 
Princ™L“ans"™- to the communication made by the Governments of England and 

Fran HirStn°c^ S rmu a nSon was verba, and coincided in its terms with that 
reported in your Excellency’s despatch No. 50 of the 15th mstant. 

(Signed) ’ GRANVILLE. 


No. 290. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.— {Received February 21.) 

(No. 151.) Paris, February 20, 1882. 

My VllAVE the honour to transmit to your Lordship an article on the Egyptian ques 

*“ principal interest of France 

regarding Egypt is to exclude the into' U « f” % tat (le cause , un0 intervention 

“ <*““* k . n&e ,f \ e ’ T r ude dans le 'd ement des affaires Egyptiennes, e'est un 
S cKS* n,^n interet si Evident ct si nature, quh, no 

semble pas pouvoir admettre la discussion. # * * 

“Des*vaisseaux Turns jetant l'ancre devant Alexandrie. dcs troupes Torques 

? n : oy ^s«n^mgp 6erai ! >« ^ 

de la c6te Africainc, et peut etre plus loin encore. ^ # * 

s« nation en Tunisia, ct un peril eventuel pour noire Colon.e Alger,e,me. 

“Cela cst asses clair dans tons les cas pour concerne 

question la condition dc sa participation au ounce, t des i mssaneex 1 

n) °- Altimuvb the “ Temps” is not an official paper, articles of this kind appearing in it 
are generally taken to express the sentiments ot the Government. j 

(Signed) LYONS. 
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Inclosure in No. 290. 

Extract from “ Le Temps ” of February 20, 1882. 

ON remarquera les restrictions que, hier, dans nos derni&res nouvelles, nous avons 
dtd obliges d’apporter aux affirmations du journal Anglais the “ Daily News.” Ce 
journal avait pris pour un fait acquis certaines vucs et certains voeux qui avaient etd 
exprimes au sujet de faction Anglo-Francaise dar.s les affaires de l’Egypte. Nous avons 
d’autant plus le droit dc regarder ces vues comme justes et ces voeux comme legitimes 
que nous les avons nous-mtines formules ici, it plusieurs reprises et avec insistance. Des 
trois conditions qui nous semblaient devoir former la base d’une entente entre les Cabinets 
de Paris et de Londres, et constituer en quelque sorte leur programme commun dans leurs 
negotiations avec les quatre autres Puissances, il cn est une qui touchait specialement 
l’Angleterre. Nous admettions Pinter&t particulier de l’Angleterre a s’assurer eu tout 
temps l’usage du Canal de Suez, et le bien fonde de sa repugnance if soumettre it une 
Conference Europeenne dcs questions qui regavdent ses communications avec l’Inde. Les 
deux autres points qui nous paraissaient et qui nous paraissent encore devoir tire mis 
hors de discussion dans les pourparlers dcs Puissances au sujet de l’Egypte, sont le 
maintien de la position privilegide de la Prance et de l’Angleterre dans ce pays, ef 
Pexelusion d’une intervention directe du Sultan sur les bords du Nil. De ces deux 
points, le premier ne saurait faire difficulte, puisque la position dont il s’agit n’est point 
une usurpation, mais a ete prise a la suite d’une entente entre les Puissances et en vertu 
d’un acte international. Ajoutons que les quatre Puissances, dans la note qu’elfps ont 
envoyee it Constantinople, se sont prononcees pour le statu quo, et que le statu quo e’est 
precisement faction prdpondcrante dc la France ct de l’Angletcrre au Caire. Quant au 
dernier point, e’est-a-dire, it la necessity d’exclure, en tout etat de cause, une intervention 
directe et souveraine de la Turquie dans le reglement des affaires Egyptiennes, e’est un 
intdret Erangais qui etablit cette necessity mais un interet si dvident et si naturel qu’il ne 
semble pas pouvoir admettre la discussion. Dans l’etat actuel du monde Islamique, avec 
les pretentions avouees du Gouvernement Ottoman de ressaisir sur les cotes de l’Afrique 
une souveraincte devenue depuis longtemps nominale, avec l’appel fait au fanatisme 
Mahometan et les esperances par lcsquelles on cherche il l’inflammer contrc la domina¬ 
tion de l’infidele, il ne saurait y avoir de doute sur l’effet que produirait l’autorisation 
donnd au Sultan d’cxercer une autorite effective en Egypte. 

Des vaisseaux Turcsjelant l’ancre devant Alexandrie, des troupes Turques envoydes au 
Caire, quand mtine ce serait pour y reniplir unemission approuvee de l’Europe, personne 
ne peut se faire illusion il cet egard, ce serait un encouragement adresse aux revendica- 
tions Ottomanes, un signal donne il la guerre sainte tout le long dc la c6te Africaine, et 
peut-tire plus loin encore. Aucune Puissance civilisde ne saurait se pretcr i\ de pareilles 
eventualites. Le Cabinet Gladstone, qui cherchait naguerc il entrainer l’Europe enti&re 
dans ses desseins pour reduire la malfaisance Turquc, ne donnera certainemcnt pas les 
mains a une complicite de l’Europe avec Constantinople. L’Autricbe-Hongrie, qui se voit 
cn ce moment memo inquietee dans son occupation de l’Herzdgovine, ne sera pas jalouse, 
croyons-nous, d’ajouter aux soucis que lui donne le Pan-Slavisme ceux que lui donnerait 
bientot le Pan-Islamisme. Mais, quoi qu’il en soit des dispositions des autres Puissances, 
et pour ne parler que de la France, il est clair que l’intervention Turquc au Caire serait une 
menace pour notre situation cn Tunisie et un peril eventuel pour notre Colonic Algerienne. 
Il y a place, sur la cote Africaine, pour des Principautes independantes ou mdrae pour des 
vassalite's nominales; il n’y a pas de place it cbte de nous pour la presence et Paction 
directe du Gouvernment de Constantinople. Cela est si evident que personne ne saurait 
penser il nous en faire seulement la proposition. Cela est assez clair dans tous les cas, 
pour que la France fassc de son veto sur cette question la condition de sa participation au 
concert des Puissances en ce qui concerne 1’ Egypte. Nous avons de la peine, nous l’avouons, 
il nous representer un Gouvernement Frangais entrant dans des negotiations dont ne serait 
pas ecaitee d’emble'c l'liy pot hose de la presence d’une force Turque ddbarquant il 
Alexandrie. 

Cette hypoth&se exclue, la question, nous le reconnaissons, n’est pas resolue pour cela. 
Elle reste la, au contraire, avec tous ses embarras. Il s’agit toujours dc savoir comment 
on mettra fin aux complications que la tentative d’Arabi Bey est ii peu prbs sure de faire 
naitre. “ L’Egypte pour les Egyptiens,” personne ne s’y trompc, cela signifie 1’Egypte 
pour les colonels, l’Egypte livree sux aventurcs et ii l’anarchie. La revoltc n’esl peut-tire 
pas absolument condainnec, au Cairo, ii descendrc la pente fatale, mais les Puissances n’en 
ont pas moins le devoir de prevoir le pirc et de s’y preparer. Nous n’avons garde de 
pretend re leur rien dieter ii cet egard. La scule cliose que nous avons voulu faire, e’est 
[31G] 2 It 
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<mab,ir o. qu’cn pourrait appeler les conditions 

iSrddct^wiSftoi aucune n’a dUW k ™ 1'%P* «"»** et a PP aUme ~ 


No. 291. 

The Earl of Dufmn to Earl Granville.— {Received February 21, 11-50 A.M.) 

(No- 43 *) Constantinople, February 21, 1882, 10*30 a.m. 

(Telegraphic.) 

SIR E. MALET’S telegram No. 53. litical significance. The box 

only^t “ illustrated newspaper which the terner was anxious to obtain permission 
to publish in Egypt. 

Further particulars by messenger. ____ 


No. 292. 

E Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.-{Received February 22.) 

(No. 160.) Paris, February 21, 1882. 

My Lord, , „ tn vour Lordship a Memorandum signed by 

-"■« » il - ■“■"-* 11 

S'ffi Worwavded Jyour Lordship by Sir Edward in his despatch No. 57 

ot the 6th instant. . , .1 nnsition in which the Controllers are now 

The leading article argues that the portion wWch they defend, but the 

placed inevitably endangers ootonv -p ^ maintains that the Control is 

political influence of France and ^ ? lal nen fif the creditors of Egypt; it affirms 

not simply a machine lor secutn ^ t 1 . ^ * of France and England over 

strongly the superiority of. the mtei ^t ^ J ^ ^ tenns the policy of the identic . 

those of any othei lowei, France and England are bound to take 

note is the true policy, and it asserts that l.ano° an = Power8 do not 

care themselves that the status 9“ ov h we hitherto .reserved to themselves. 

take d^^e"to"nt tte morning both of the Memorandum and of the 

article.^ ^ Memora , ldum he expressed the. o,rinion that t 

T C \»^i=^ b» intended that the Controllers 

slmull take the direction of the whole ^ernm«rt oi l^p^ ^ of th 

In answer to a question horn 1 , 1 “ h . cct power; that hitherto the good 

Controllers certainly did not gn d that 0 f C0U rse their influence at 

they had done had been effected by he influence exercised by France 

“lid 'Engtad over “those in whoso hands 5eal power in Egypt was held at that 

”°Ts- regarded the article, M. de ££«*** —on, it led.^up 

to seemed to be that Engand and 1 English Government was not 

J - ” l ' “ 

“s; aresry ‘irtsu’st &. s 

cinet^irT^consequenc^of°tlre interpellation respecting Egypt which is to come on tn 
the Chamber of Deputies the day alter to-monow. j h ave , & c . 

(Signed) LYONS, 


lo o 

No. 293. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 194.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 22, 1882. 

IT appears probable from the intimations which Her Majesty’s Government have 
received that the other Powers are likely to return a favourable reply to the invitation 
addressed to them by the Governments of England and France to enter upon an exchange 
of view's as to the best mode of dealing with the present state of affairs in Egypt on the 
basis indicated. 

I have, therefore, to request that your Excellency will state to M. de Freycinet that 
Her Majesty’s Government consider that it would be advisable that the two Governments 
should come fo an agreemeut as to the proposal which should be made to the other 
Powers. 

Her Majesty’s Government have carefully considered the note presented to the 
English and French Agents by the Egyptian Minister for Foreign Affairs on the 8 th instant, 
explaining the intentions of the Egyptian Ministers with regard to the new Organic Law 
relating to the powers of the Chamber of Notables, and have examined it with an earnest 
desire to encourage, as far as possible, the judicious development of the institutions of 
Egypt. They regret, however, to find that the Organic Law, as at present constituted, 
cannot without considerable modification be accepted as compatible with the international 
obligations by which Egypt is bound. 

The note observes that the Budget is divided by the Law of Liquidation into two 
distinct parts—the first relating to administrative services, the other to the debt charges— 
and it assumes that the Chamber may control the former, provided it respects the latter. 

But it is obvious that it is not sufficient to inscribe certain credits in the Budget in 
order to meet the engagements of the Public Debt if the machinery for insuring the 
realization of those credits is disturbed. 

The Law' of Liquidation was framed with reference to a system of check and control to 
which its provisions w r ere adapted, and certainly if it had been foreseen that the balance ot 
authority was to be disturbed in the manner now contemplated, the Liquidation Commis¬ 
sioners would have insisted on framing more stringent guarantees for the preservation and 
collection of the revenues which they assigned as security tor the debts.. 

Article 34 of the Organic Law' is quite inadequate to save the interests of the creditors. 
What is necessary is not only that the obligations of the Law' ot Liquidation shall be 
recognized, but that provision shall be insured for their due fulfilment. 

The Article might possibly be modified in terms such as these:—- 

“ Les services du Tribut, ct des intdrets des actions du Canal de Suez, celui de 
la Bette Publique et les Conventions y relatives, ainsi quo toutes charges resultant de la 
Loi de Liquidation ou de Conventions Internationales, de interne que tout ce qui concerne 
1’administration do la Dai’ra Snnieh ct celle des domaincs de lEtat, ne pourront litre sounds 
au vote ni a la discussion do la Chambre. 

“ De meme, les d^penses administratives des Provinces de Garbich, Menoufieh, 
Behera, et Siout, ainsi que celles des Douanes, des Chemins de Fer, des Telegraphes, ct dn 
Port d’Alexandrie, dont les revenus sont affectes au service de la Dette Publique, ne pourront 
etre soumises au vote ni h la discussion de la Chambre.” 

Anything short of a reservation to this extent would undoubtedly create a state of 
things at variance with the principles and the provisions of the Law of Liquidation, and 
would detract from the security afforded to the public creditors by that Law. And it 
must not be forgotten that foreigners of fourteen different nationalities will have the right 
to appeal to the Mixed Tribunals in case unv damage may lesult to them from the infringe¬ 
ment of the rights secured to them by the Liquidation Law. _ 

It seems, however, open to serious doubt whether the pictensions of the Cmanuci could 
be sufficiently encountered bv any mere alteration in the wording of the Organic Law*. 
The whole drift of this instrument, and the attitude of the Notables, indicate clearly their 
impatience of European interference and control, and their intention, if possible, to obtain 

extended authority. .... , , . 

Th c existing financial fabric is undoubtedly artificial and exceptional, it oiigin^ited in 
the interference of foreign Powers to protect the interests of the creditors, but it is indiiectly 
pioductive of great advantage to the population of Egypt; and in the inteiest alike of the 
native and of the foreigner, it seems most undesirable to tamper with it, in order to apply 
certain abstract principles of government which can only be gradually introduced in 

practice into a country like Egypt. , ...... 

Inasmuch as Egypt is not a separate or independent country, the primordial right 
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of the Egyptian people to ^ ££* -"ot be ■£*-£ view ^the 

burdens and obligations which 1 y . • t u Native Courts; and, as regards 

right ” to administration of 

EgVp^ightwWch ^nnot^ie contested—tiie late Khedive entered into binding inter- 
national obHgptbns to < i^j^G^^ment^f o^nion that the functions 

TapSf L^—nt without tilting a conflict with the international obligations 

recommending the Khedive and his Government to frame a new U*. 

(Signed) ’ GRANVILLE. 


No. 294. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 195.) Foreign Office, February 22,1S82. 

My Lord, . ,. , % i t i have dealt exclusively with the 

financial aspect^of fbe^Egyptian question as affected Excellencv should 

through the influence of the Powe P, ]? es for t h e effectual administration of 

ineffectual unless they are supplemeri Y f competent and independent 

^^n^S^ring and elaboLtng Laws as occasion 

may require. I a m, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE 


No. 295. 

Sir E. Thornton to Earl Granville. -(Received February 22, 11 r.M.) 

(No. 8.) st. Petersburgh , February 22,1882, 5 r.H. 

(TelC f OUR Lordship’s despatch No. 46 of the 11th instant An „ lo . French com - 

M. de Giers informs me that >>e deemed 

a despatch to Prince Lobauow to this effect for 

communication to your Lordship. __ 


No. 296. 

Sir A. Paget to Earl Granville.— (Received February 22, 11 VM.) 

(No. 11.) Home, February 22, 1882, 7 p.m. 

Minister for Foreign Affairs told me ^ £ 

Powers to English and French conimU '^ i t V° I | 1 0 ]' c the friendly act of English and French 
believed that it would record tlun a PP l . 1 . , , •, jown which are conformable to their 

- - - - - 

proposed. . . . .. . •« be better to avoid now touching the question 

Of how\nr:lVlromo ttssary. should be carried out, but he does not know r. 
his views will prevail. 
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No. 297. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville,—(Received February 23.) 


E 

(No. 163.) 

My Lord, ^ . Paris, February 22, 1882. 

. M. DE FftEYCINET told me this afternoon that he had received no telegrams from 
Cairo for several days, and that he trusted that, in this case, no news was good news. 

He went on to say that he was strongly opposed to any military intervention at all in 
Egypt, an d that he could hardly decide of which Power or Powers the intervention would 
be the worst. Certainly, the intervention of the Porte would be very inconvenient to 
France, but, for his part, he saw nothing but evil in the intervention of any Power. 

He proceeded to express the opinion that the object of the Great Powers who were 
to exchange ideas respecting Egypt should be to render forcible intervention unnecessary, 
and he added that he hoped that such was also the opinion of Pier Majesty’s Government. 

I said that I could not answer his question better than by referring him to your 
Lordship’s despatch of the 30th January, a copy of which was in his hands. 

In the course of conversation mention was made of the article in the “Temps” of 
the day before yesterday, and M. de Freycinet disclaimed all responsibility for it. 

A copy of the article was transmitted to your Lordship in my despatch No. 151 of 
the 20th instant. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 298. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 50.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 23, 1882. 

I HAVE received your despatch No. 49, Political, of the 6th instant, reporting that 
the Khedive had consulted you and your French colleague before replying to the request 
of the deputation of the Chamber for a change of Ministry, and I approve the advice 
which you gave to His Highness under the circumstances. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 299. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 51.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 23, 1882. 

I HAVE received your despatch No. 50, Political, relating to the difficulties attending 
the formation of a new Ministry, in consequence of a misunderstanding as to the intentions 
of the Controllers-General, and 1 have to express my approval of your proceedings in this 
matter. 

I am, Sec. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 300. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Malet. 

(No. 52.) 

Sir, Foreign Office , February 23, 1882. 

HER Majesty’s Government have had before them your despatch No. 56 of the 
6th instant, reporting your interviews with Mahmoud Pasha Sarny and Araby Bey, and I 
have to convey to you their approval of the language in which you replied to the assurances 
given by those Ministers. 

I am, See. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


2 S 
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No. 301. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.- (Received February 25, 11 r M.) 

(No. 19.) p a n S February 25, 1882, 6-80 p.h. 

(Tel l^YPT: I have read to M. do Freycinet your despatches Nos. 194 and 195 of the 
22 nd. He asks for copies. May I give them ? 


No. 302. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(JJ°* Foreign Office, February 26, 1882,11 P.M. 

(Tek fo P U mygiveM.de Freycinet copies of despatches referred to in your telegram 

No. 19 of yesterday. ___ 


No. 303. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 27.) 

(No. 74.) Cairo, February 16,1882. 

"^IHAVE the honour to indoso — 

into rvhieh Egypt has 

entered with Western Powers. X have, &e. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 303. 

Memorandum. 

POUR apprdcier dans quelle mesure les modifications ^^^^^'^ntraireB 

attributions de la Chambrc a 1°^ n «J\ 10 reporter aux origines memes du regime 
aux arrangements intcrnationaux, ll taut sc lepouci au* e 

politique^Q tr i a m Commission d’Enquete (“Commission Internationale”) 

concluaiUia n6ccgsit& do r6 formcs administetiYes^ idation financi5rc . 

2. A l’adoption de mesures speciales en v insdre au “Moniteur,” declarait 

Le 23 Aoftt, 1878, le Khedive, sur la ndeessitd des 

accepter les conclusions do ce Kappoit, ln * ls "“ .1 sora ient abandonnes, ot quo le 

CCS dorniers jours d’etre la charte du Gouvein ^ ot Consuls-Generaux par le 

Ce document fut porte a la cette phraseAu lieu 

Ministre des Affaires Etrangbres il peut ont do pEgyptc, je veux un 

d’un pouvoir personnel, pnnmpc 0 , 6n6ra i e aux affaires, mais qui trouve 

pouvoir qui imprime, il est vrai, unes dnec » ^ mot> j c veux dorenava.nl gouverner 

son equilibre dans un Conseil des Mini , ien t CC ssait d’etre personnel, il 

avecet par man Cornell des Mmist, e* ^^“xtoutif et ldgislatif, solidaircment 
dtait remis aux Cornells des Mmistics p ^ ^ Aodt les prmcipales 

responsahle devant le Khedive. ^ , 0 vdr itable constitution repondant 

^^eSt^^t'sochd en Egypto, et permettant de realiser les reiormes 

P10 ^I)ans toutes les negotiations qui Routes lerinstitutions successive- 

Grande-Bretagne s’en sent referes a ce document, ct, toutes 
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ment etablies, a la suite d’arrangements internationaux, ont ete combindes en vue de 
l’etat do clioscs cree par le Rcscrit du 28 Aout. 

Il en resultc manifestemont ccs deux consequences:— 

1. Le Rescrit du 28 Aout a un earaetbre international qui ne permet pas de le 
modifier sans l’assentiment des Puissances qui ont participb a ces arrangements. 

2. L’abolition directe ou indirccte du Rcscrit rend inefficaces les institutions 
combinees pour fonctionncr avec une organisation qui a cesse d’exister. 

Les Gouvcrnemcnts do France et de Grande-Bretagne n’ont jamais cesse d’envisager 
a ce point de vue la question Egyptienne. 

C’est a la suite, ct en vue du Rescrit du 28 Aout, quo les deux Gouvernoments 
avaient consenti a la constitution du Ministbre mixte. 

Le 26 Fbvrier, 1879, le Khedive Ismail, negotiant avec les Agents et Consuls- 
Gbnbraux de France et de Grande-Bretagne la constitution d’un nouveau Ministbre, 
leur proposait de nommer le Prince-Heriticr Ministre sans portefeuille et President du 
Conseil, s’engageant a lui adresser une lettre pour confirmer “ sa ferme volonte de 
gouverner selon les termes du De'cret du 28 Aout, 1878.” Le Khedive demandait le droit 
de convoquer le Conseil des Ministres pour le saisir des mesures qu’il jugerait utiles, se 
declarant pret “ a se conformer toujours d I’avis de la majorile du Conseil aux termes du 
Rescrit du 28 Aout ,” &c. 

Le 28 Fevricr, le Ministre des Affaires Etrangbres do France, repondant aux 
propositions du Khedive Ismail, prenait a son tour, pour base de negotiation le meme 
document:—“Si l’on ne prend pas,” disait-il, “des mesures pour contrebalancer le 
pouvoir independant dont le Khedive vient de fairc preuve, le systbme inaugure par le 
Decret du 28 Aoftt ne saurait ctre maintenu. Or, c’est a ce systbme et aux bienfaits 
administrates qui doivont en decouler pour P Egypto, que l’Angleterre ct la France 
attaclient une importance capitale.” 

Le 3 Mars, 1879, insistant encore une foi sur la portee du Rescrit, le Ministre 
des Affaires Etrangbres de France s’cxprimait ainsi:—“ Nous n’avons done pas admis 
un seul instant que le Khedive songcat a revenir sur des resolutions dont l’execution 
reste au-dessus de toutes les fluctuations Ministericlles et qui doivent conscrver, d ses 
yeux, comme aux notres, toutela valeur d’un contrat international.” 

Repondant, rAii ECitiT, a la Declaration collective des Agents et Consuls - Gen braux 
de France et de Grande-Bretagne, en date du 10 Mars, 1879, le Khedive Ismail 
“ rcnouvelait l’expression de sa ferme volonte de maintenir intact le Rcscrit du 28 Aout, 
1878, sauf les modifications sur lcsquelles l’accord s’est etabli.” 

Confiant au Prince Tewfik Pacha, avec la Presidcnce du Conseil, le soin de former 
un Cabinet, le Khedive disait:—“Jo crois utile d’appolcr votro attention sur la 
communaute do vues qui doit exister entre les momhres de ce Cabinet, ct do vous faire 
connaitrc ma pensee sur le fonctionno.ucnt des reformes inaugurees par le Rescrit du 
28 Aout dernier, qui doit roster la rbgle gouvernementale.” 

Le Rescrit du 28 Aout, 1878, a etc observe jusqu’a ce jour. Son Altesse Tewfik 
Pacha le mentionnait encore dans la lettre par laquellc il cliargeait Riaz Pacha de 
former un Ministbre :—“ Gouverner avec ct par mon ConscB des Ministres.’ Tel est 
le principe qui remonte au Rcscrit du 28 Aout, 1878. Il ne depondra pas de moi quil 
ne soit toujours maintenu et respccte .... Une fois constituc le nouveau Ministbre 
procedera dans les termes du Rcscrit deja rappelc du 28 Aout, 1878.” 

On no saurait done contester que depuis la promulgation de cet acte le Gouverne- 
ment tout entier de l’Egyptc, e’est-a-dire, le pouvoir executif et le pouvoir legislatif, 
rdsidait dans le Conseil des Ministres; on no saurait non plus contester que cette 
constitution, appropriee aux besoins ct a l’etat social du pays, avait etc etablie en 
vertu d’un accord international; on ne saurait contester, enfin, que tous les arrange- 
menfs intcrnationaux l’ont cue pour base. 

En y portant atteinte le Gouvornement Egyptian passe outre it ties Conventions 
consacrecs par des declarations reiterees ct detruit toutc l’economie d’un systbme 
organise en vue d’un tint de clioscs profondement modi fie. Jusqu’a ces jours les Lois, 
les Decrets, ou les Conventions mentionnaient toujours le Conseil des Ministres 
comme partageant avec le Khedive le pouvoir legislatif ot ayant un pouvoir propre 
en niatibre d’administration. Aujourd’hui le Conseil des Ministres n’a plus le 
pouvoir legislatif; il a memo abaiulonne it la Chambrc des Dblbgues une grande partie 
de ses attributions comme pouvoir executif. Responsahle vis-a-vis de la Chambrc, il 
ne peut plus l’etre vis-a-vis du Khedive. 

Il est impossible d’admettre que le Gouvornement Egyptien ait eu le droit do 
modifier ainsi, sans l’asscntiment des Puissances, une constitution qui a servi de base a 
des accords internationaux; mais dans tous les cas, ces modifications ont en fait rendu 
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absolument illusoires les garanties r&ultant des attributions accord&s aux institutions 
int T*deux S Gou^mements do Trance et de Grande-Bretagno n'ont cessc do rdpte 

S fn°Ss S LnLSSta Anglais et 

Or, quelles mesures ont etc suecossircmcnt prises pour attemdre ce double u . 
^’institution dcsTribunaux Mixtes; ... , L de la 

L’organisationd'Administrations spdoiales et mixtes tellcs quela “ 

Bette, 1*Administration des Cliemins de Ter, le Controlc de la Dana, la Commission 
d6S “station d’une Commission Internationale 

Liquidation et d'dvalner les sovnmes neoessaires an ionotionnuncnt dcs 
^Matal^fficaeite des garanties denudes ponvait etre compromise par ™ ^uveme- 

ment sans sinceritect pa? nne administration mauvaise et incapable. De la, loiga- 

nisatmn du Contrfile. t touto mesurc administrative, en l’dtot du Kcscrit, 

(Article 40 t ks pouv<fe d . inYostigati „ u fes pins etendus sur tons les services publics. 

^memnmuniqiient soit auKbedive, soit a scs Ministi-es, les observations auxquelles 

”“SiS»£«c etLItcrvontion it titre de .conseil dans tons les aetes du 

tienuont memo plus aux Mmistu s, | fArticles 21 ct 25); la Chanibvc a 

lour violation engage la m tons pays an 

uno mgcrence clncctc dans dcs actc. ] . Ll | )licS} ra tilication dcs Traites, 

pouvoir execulif: surveillance des " rmblies* do nrivilo <v e, ventc, alienation 
contrats, feimages, concession de travaux publics, de pnviK n c, 

gratuito du doinamo, &e. (Articles -0 ct Q6n6mxxx devicnt impossible, car 

les ^Hnisti'esdtan^responsableydtjvant nne Cliambm nTC^ponsable, cessent evidomment 
d ° 'qu’au monLit oil le du 28 Aodt, 

1878" eesse d'Hre.cn Sto’S 

rigtont les attebutio™ dcs C ) C onstituaient des engagements inlornationaux. 

0r ' LLns avm« bLiSne?ma’mtenani quelle sent les consequences de ectto nouvelle 
situation au point de vuo financier. t vol( ', c cn Conseil des Ministres, 

a^m\“ui' dtaSSto* Lteo par la Cbambrc des Deleguds souveraine et inrsponsable. 
(Article 35, «C, et 37.) on rejamdiqnant V>Mi£ 

appuyee sur cctte eonsideiatiou quo cn l d Gouvernement Kgyption. 

aiTcctees a la dette dcvait roster a la ^ ^ admSbf En 

Pormulee dans des terraes aussi absolus cetto pxetention no 
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nour mnn^T“? S i 0n i * ntcr . nati, f ale ^stitude par le Ddcret du 31 Mars, 1880, avail 

des erdanefers d« IvST VA ™ SS0U ™ es £ ui P ourraient 6tre mises k la disposition 
aes cioancieis des Dcttes Consolideo ou Non Consolidde, mais die devait en premier 

111 nil* compte, avec 1 assentiment du Conseil des Ministres et des Contrdleurs de la 
ndeessite de reserver au Gouvernement la libre disposition des sommes indispensable!* 

d6S • 6publics ” 11 ^ulte des tomes memos 
administmtivos^ •? Con ™ lsslon Internationale devait examiner les depenses 

admZe on lo’s reio ov ?S q ? Pm ? 011 fPP^cicr l’utilite; qu’ellc ponvait les 

aumettie ou les lcjctei, (2) que dans toils les eas, le Budget du Gouvernement 

figypticn ne ponvait, etre etabli qu’avec “ l'assentiment des Contrtilcurs-Ge'ne'raux.” 

Tnn \, se r^portant aux travaux do la Commission Internationale on doit bien 

StrLouvrir n„ eS lV?y S t T °™ a °“ tendu , s ? n mmdat; ello a discutd en detail les 
Cl edits n oil viii au Budget des Depenses admimstratives avant d’en determiner le 

montant total et defimtif, fixe par l’Article 16 de la Loi de Liquidation. T1 cst done 
len exact de dire quen pnncipe, lc Budget du Gouvernement Egyplien cst le rdsultat 
d arrangements mternationaux. Sans doute, en dtablissant un Budget type la Com- 

S?nid!*o+r’ natl ° nale n * a pU /° lll °. ir ren< ^ r ® immuables les credits aclmis et les depenses 
admmistiatives recounues neoessaires au bon fonctionncment des services publics- 
dans le cadre qu olle a trace des modifications peuvent, suivant les bosoms nouveaux’ 
etre introduites. Mais on ne pent pretendre d’uno manidre absolue que le Gouverne- 
ment puisse en deliors de tout controlc disposer des sommes reservdes pour les services 
administratiis, car ce seraxt lui reconnaitrc le droit de detmirc indirectement, 1’ocuvre 
meme de la Commission < do Liquidation; ce serait l’autoriscr a jeter la perturbation 
dans la marc he des aftaires cn supprimant, par cxemple, des credits on verts a des 
travaux dutilite publiquc, pour augmenter les credits ouverts au Ministere do la 
Guerre; eo scrait lui permettre do dilapider legalemont les rcssources du pays. Or 
ecartant toutes autres considerations, si les Puissances out eonsenti a diminuer'la dette 
do 1 Lgypte d une charge mmuelle de 2,000,000 livres pour laissor disponiblcs les 
onds neoessaires a 1 administration du pays, elles n’ont certainement pas eonsenti a 
unposer un semblable sacrifice a lours nationaux pour laisscr le Gouvernement 
gyptien employer sans con.tr61 e les fonds domeures fibres ail risque de ramener line 
ense financierc dont clleo ont voulu reparer les desastroux effets ct prevenir le rctoiir. 

Co n est pas du resto sans do longues discussions quo les Controleurs-Goneraiix 
ont obtenii pour les services publics une dotation suflisamment large, ct la principal© 
raison quils out fait valoir, e’est que leur presence au Conseil dcs Ministres donnait 
toute garantie que eettc dotation scrait employee dans l’intdret bien entendu du pays, 
et par la memo dans l’interet de ses creanciers. Peut-on admettre que, les sacrifices 
subsistant, les garanties disparaissent ? 

i n, bc I^slonicnt de la Cliambre dcs Delegues cnl6ve, il est vrai, a l’appreciation de 
la Chambre, le service de la Dette Publiquc, mais cctte disposition n’a, a vrai dire 
aueune portee. 

La rentree des rcssources neecssaires au service de la dette ne pent, etre assurde 
que par line bonne administration, ct quelle est la garantie clc eettc bonne administra¬ 
tion alors quo lo systemo quo l’on vent motive cn pratique soustrait absolument les 
aetes admmistratifs a Faction du Con table General p 

Les redacteurs du lleglement aujourd’liiii pronnilgue out, d’ailleurs, fait preuve 
d’unc ignorance absolue do l’etat de choses resultant des Lois, Dccrets, et lltVlements 
en vigueur. 

Aux termes de FArticle 31, lo service du Tribut, eclui de la Dette Publiquc, ainsi 
toute charge relative a la dette, resultant do la Loi do Liquidation ou de Conventions 
intervenes entre les Puissances etrang6res ct lc Gouvernement Egyptien, ne pourront 
en aucun cas etre l’ohjet des discussions de la Cliamhre. 

Ces dispositions visent sans douto le paiemont des coupons des Dcttes Privilegiec et 
Unifiee, les eeheanees des obligations do la Daira Sanioli et dcs Domaines,°et les 
garanties complemcntaires assurees a cos divers services, soit par la Loi do Liquidation, 
soit par des Conventions speciales. 

Mais si lo Budget de la Daira Sanioli est confie a un Conseil Siiperieur in.stitud 
par PArticle 55 do la Loi de Liquidation, il n’en est pas do memo du Budget des 
Domaincs qui, aux tenues du lleglement du 7 Avril, 1879 (Article 10), doit etre 
soumis au Conseil des IMinistrcs; il n’en est pas de memo du Budget de la Commission 
do la Dette, qui doit, etre approuve par le Conseil des Ministres, aux termes de la 
Loi de Liquidation; il n’en est pas da memo, enfin, du Budget du Controlc General qui 
doit etre egalement approuve par le Conseil des Ministres, aux termes de FArticlc 7 du 
Decrct du lo Novemhre, 1879. 

u: i „ n. 



162 


Ces diffirents budgets, seront-Us^ a ™ n “ coSsstedetTDeteet du Contrdle 
Ohambro des Budget Gdndral annuel qui doit, ea vertu 

de rArticiTk, 0 ^sounds il la Ohambre des ^ du port (V Alexandra) sont 

Les revenus nets des cb<smm <^ \ ]1 = P dcs incises de ces Admi- 

SOTmis au TOte , de 

ohambie d Douanes, des fj?. Budget des Dc’penses de ces 

devra-t-il dtrc bgalemcnt — a la 

Chambre ? -. rUnp-rmfs de la Province de Keneli dont les 

La m£me question se pose pour lesdep . particultere du 14 Avril, 1880, 

revenus, aux tennes de VA**'”£££^emCtdu coupon des obligations 
sont affectes, dans des conditions deteiminces, au j. 

d ° m t a Element des attributions cfeeutoaei 

Articles 31,32, 33, 3d 35 36 c ./-"‘I de ces province, To**. 

^ ^ B ° tte 

PUbl Do co vapide exposd on peut concluve : Icc(mnu ct accept.': par les 

Qu’en abolissant un systeme gouverocment t essout iel ct inter- 

Puissances, le Gouvernement lilgypten a vtolo un era, 0 _ 

national. , en»a"-ement sont devcnues lettres movtes, 

A,.,, imites les garanties basces sur cet en p a 0 L,mc 

*- reMts k ia Dctt ° Pub%ue 

sont compromis. + Pr mes du Ldcret du 18 Novembrc, 1876, 

One le Contrdle General, mstitue au , ut en sauvC gardant les mterets 

pour assurer la marcbc rdguliiro dcs . son ’~ e ( !J" W est da n S l’impossibilitd absoluo de 
des crdanciers par des garanties plus efficaces, cst 1 

remplir son mandat. QO 

Caire, le 14 Fevner, 18b A. _ . 


No. 304. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.— (Received February 27.) 

(No. 75. Confidential.) Cairo, February 16, 1882. 

My mrn reference to my preceding Colvin 

Memorandum on tlie situation P r( jP^ 1 ^ ^ l )een forwarded to bis Government by 
asks me to say that a copy of this signatures of Sir A. Colvin 

M. Sienkiewicz, my Preneli colleague, P tbftt it ig a no tc drawn up by them, 

and M. de Bligm&res attached to it, i p y g a not intended to bear the form 
q- a Colvin says that be did not sign , t . t+ was merely a document 

the Vetoes of the account for 

ff^r^tffitrSeen sent Ue by my Ereneh colleague and 

(Sig ned) liaTC, WEEB.HAL E T. 
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No. 305. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 27.) 

(No. 76.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 18,1882. 

I HAVE tbe honour to transmit herewith to your Lordship a copy of a despatch 
from Mr. Vice-Consul Main at Damietta, to Mr. Cookson, reporting the arrival of 
artillery reserves, and their distribution among the coast fortresses of his district. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 305. 

Vice-Consul Main to Mr. Cookson. 

gi r Damietta, February 10, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inform you that the reserves of the coast artillery 
regiments are being called in, that portions of such are arriving here daily, and are 
being distributed throughout the coast fortresses. 

" ' I have, &c. 

(Signed) H. MAIN. 


No. 306. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 27.) 

E 

(No. 78. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 20, 1882. 

WITH a view to the information of your Lordship as to the effect upon the 
country of the political movement at Cairo, I have the honour to transmit herewith 
copies of two Confidential Reports from an Inspector of the Control, dated from 
Zagazig, and an extract of a letter and diary of Mr. Rowsell, Administrator of the 

Domains. . 

These accounts tend to show that local administrative authority m the provinces 
is fast diminishing. It is true that the present Government has not yet been long 
enough in office to remedy a state of a flairs which has been gradually growing up 
since the military revolt of February last year. It is the boast of the Ministry that it 
has complete power in its hands because it rests on the popular will. It is to be 
hoped, therefore, that it will make this power felt in the provinces, and arrest the 
progress of insubordination which is beginning to show itself in the peasantryand 
which has apparently materially increased since the accession of the present Ministry 
to office, notwithstanding its asserted authority. 

I have, &c. 9 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 306. 


M. Boinet to the Controllers-General. 

(Confidentiellc.) Zagazig. le 16 Fierier, 1882. 

LES operations apparent® du bureau de rcovutement militaire so sont borncSes 
losniA co ionr a l’envoido faiblcs contingents iiDamietto eta Alexandra); leshommes 
Sdtaicnt rendus dans cliaquo district de la province pour lour immatriculation 
X; rentrds dans les villages; il n'y a rien do precis sur les dispositions qrnpeuvent les 


concerner. 


B en quo dans aucuno locality il n’y ait actuellomont do concentration dhommes 
annolds ii servir, il paralt oependant certain que des cadres out dte formds on vue d une 
mobilisation eventuellc; on m’assurc memo quo rdeemmont lors de 1 avdnement du 
nouveau Ministtre tons les Sbeiks-Belcd des grands centres do la province aura.ent 
“tTviX par des dmissaires dont la mission avail pour but do s’assurer du concours 
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de ces personnages influents dans le cas d’un appel plus ou moms imminent des 

soldats licencies ou en cong6. ,, . , , 

Tout en constatant qu’il n’y a pas d’agitation politique bien caractdnaSe et que 
m6me, le nouveau parti arrive au pouvoir ne jouit pas d’une _ popularity, absolue 
malgre ses succ6s, lcs fonctionnaires sc plaignent de perdre inscnsiblement leur 
prestige moral sur la population; ainsi, pour ne citer qu’un exemple, les travaux si 
fmportants de curage des canaux ne sc poursuivent pas avec toute l’energie necessaire; 
l’annee passee, a pareille epoque, le nombre des homines rassembles pour la corv e 
s’61evait a 13,200, tandis qu’aujourd’hui ou n’en a pu reunir encore quo 0,000. _ 

L’autorite n’est pas discut4e encore, mais elle se sent devenir de pur en jour plus 
faible devant l’inertie de ses administres et certains cas d’une resistance passive qui 
s’appuie sur des influences nouvelles et preponderantes. 

Yeuillez, &c. 

(Signe) A. BOINET, 


Inclosure 2 in No. 306. 

M. Boinet to the Controllers-General. 

Zw, b 18 mrier, 1882. 

LE Minist6re de la Guerre vient d’envoyer des ordres pressants pour le depart 
des soldats licencies ou en congd ; les contingents sont acliemmes successivcmont par 

petites fractions dans les differentes garnisons. . , 

Hier, par le train du soir, un detaclicmcnt de 150 homines environ a cte dni^e 
sur le Cairo sous la conduito de trois officiers ; ces soldats portaiont 1 uniforme bleu de 

la garde; ils etaient sans armes. ,, 

Je n’ai qui des renseignements tres vagucs siir le nombre des militates rappeles, 

i’esp6re arriver procliainement a en obtenir le cliiffrc exact. 

1 Les mesures preliminaircs du rccenscment provoquent une grande agitation 
exploits liabilement, sans aucun doute, par les gens mtercsses a ddcrim* 1 aneicnne 
Administration. Les Sheiks-Belcd refusent lour concours ou mettent des entiavcs 
aux travaux; des employes des villages ont demande Vautorisation de ddmolir lours 
“ Izbeli” pour ne pas les laisser numdrotes (“Izbeli” reunion deplusieurs maison¬ 
nettes bCities dans les champs eloignes des village); d’autres ont menace dc repousser 
par la force lcs recenseurs qui se presenteraient; l’autorite cst absolumont lmpuissante, 
et dans cette conviction de sa faiblesse elle sc garde dapporter un aide ellectil aux 

fonctionnaires du reccnsemont. , __ T ■ i„ i m * m , ,i no 

J’avais signale a votre attention, dans mon Bapport du 30 Janvier, la lonteui es 

rentrees de la quotite dc ce mois: d’apr&s le Mimstfcre des Emances, le retard se 

reduisait a une sonmic insignifiante. 

La computation des livres de la Moudirieh fait rcssortir les chiffres suivants: 


Kharatlji 

Ouchouri 


Recouvrements 



a operer 
en Janvier— 

Sommcs per§ues, 

Anticipations. 

3 Kirats. 



£ E. 

£ E. 

£ E. 

35,757 

30,853 

1,096 

9,421 

8,077 

•• 

45,178 

44,930 

1,09G 


Soit, un retard net de £ E. 248 


de divers riches proprietaires etrangers qui soiucnx la pius ^u ue 3- 

annuel de lours terres au commencement dc l’excrciee; ll resultc, done, apics cette 
Xerve, quo les villageois sont en retard non settlement pour l’oucliouri mats encore 

pour le kharadii, malgre l’avance accusec sur ce role. , 

En fait, la situation des recouvrements n’est pas aussi lavorablc qu on a Inen 
voulu le dire. Les deux kirats de Eevrier seront permits dilhcilemcnt, car la position 
des cultivateurs ne s’est pas ameliorec, on utiliscra certaincmcnt le mois do Mars, 
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qui n a pas de kirats, a completer la perception des quotites des deux mois 
precedents. 

Yeuillez, &c. 

(Signe) A. BOINET. 


Inelosure 3 in No. 306. 

Mr. Roivsell to Sir E. Malet. 

(Extract.) . . Cairo, February 18, 1882. 

lilliNK the best way of giving effect to your wish to have a Memorandum of 
my lecent experience as to the effect the late changes of Government have bad upon 
local authority will be to give you a copy herewith of my private journal for the 
ioth instant. That entry relates to the Mudir of the Province of Dakaliilieh, of 
which the scat of government is at Mansourah. The explanation of the cause of my 
visit to the Mudir affords in itself an illustration of the extent to which the new-born 
“freedom” of the fellah can be carried. Eor the people of the four villages on 
strike,.and who not only refused to work, hut left the cattle and the agricultural imple¬ 
ments in the fields, are only tenants at will, and find themselves on the estate under 
precisely the same conditions that the “ villeins ” on the demesne of a feudal manor 
held their land before they developed into copyholders. These villagers in question 
are the children of the adscripti gMxe instituted by Mohammed Aly in the “ clicfaliks,” 
or manors, which lie founded. Their services were to be given to the lord of the 
manor only, and he, in return, so long as lie needed them, granted to each man a strip 
of land on which to raise food for his family. In some of the “ clicfaliks ” belon^m" 
to the Domains the peasants claim a right equivalent to proprietorship in such land?, 
and a fortnight since succeeded in preventing an advantageous lease of a largo farm 
which comprised their ground, though we had been careful in the lease to reserve the 
right of these men to have the ground they occupied at a rent not exceeding the rent 
of tlm adjacent land of similar quality. At the same time, wo proposed to release 
them from their obligatory service. The peasants replied by asserting a right to hold 
exclusive possession of tlicir land 011 the old terms, but declared, at the same time, 
they would not work for a new proprietor, and added that they would, if necessary, 
meet force by force. In this case they succeeded in so frightening the proposed 
tenant for the property, that he, though an Egyptian, renounced his lease, and we 
have had to resume the direct cultivation of the land and to look forward to a loss of 
1,200/. a-ycar; 1,200/. represents the difference between the net proceeds of the rent 
proposed to be paid by a resident cultivator and the net amount wo, Administration 
farming from Cairo, are able to get. 

The grievance of the men in respect of whom I sought the aid of the Mudir at 
Mansourah was simply that they did not (being tenants at will) consider the land 
allotted to them to be good enough. 

In conversation with the M udir of Tantah I found the same complaint as at 
Mansourah of paralysis of power, and an official of the Mudiriyali of Mensufia 
assured me that in his province the authorities were afraid to enforce the ordinary 
criminal justice. I was told at Mansourah that prisoners on ordinary process 
communicated with the Chamber of Notables and with Arahy Boy, and that Mudirs 
were ordered by telegram to release the men. This is probably the exaggeration of 
some fact or facts, but I have no doubt it has a foundation of truth. 

Deprived of his “ICorbag,” and of his power to imprison, the Governor of an 
Eastern province can do little with a population accustomed for centuries to strong 
personal, direct government. No one can accuse the Domains of v.ant of interest 
in the fellaheen, who, since the Commission was instituted, have been paid in full, and 
every month, their wages, who have been protected in the matter of “ corvces,” and 
who have practical enjoyment of all their rights; hut the drift of the movement 
during a year past has been to possess the peasant with the idea that I10 can arrive at 
what I10 is told is liberty by leaps, while the additional momentum given to the 
movement by the accession of impractical idealists to power has had upon authority 
generally the same effect that is produced by water upon a lump of salt. 
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Inclosure 4 in No. 306. 

Esc tract from Mr. Rowsell's Diary. 

... 1ft B9 Wednesday —At 10 a.m. with Do la Pile to Tantali. Called 

February 15, lob-s, n eanesaay. x , Tnlklia where no steam- 

on Mudir and arranged several things wi ' ». o.pg ]y[oudir, and asked 

launch, hut much rain and mud. Lodged at Diwan. At 3 15 to Mourn ,, 

s-jyist» — 

SBsS^K^ssgSSSssSS 

ifeewi»S3wa“'4a * sw» 

“ pla i decide to revoke the Sheikhs o£ the revolted villages, and S^e a n-ritten order to 

Of the Domains and the Govern- 
ment were one, fad that as a Local Government agent 

said this of his own initiative He added that W. “g,^St. Therefore, he 
hound to protect interests of fella is an ,, . , ^ examine the question 

headed that Commission m return for Ins aid v ouldundc u v Wcldl 

of the Darabah, Le., quality of land,'"V*'f* “ §,at villagers were at work, though not 
in their promise, and would punish them. 



No. 307. 

33 Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 27.) 

(No. 79.) Cairo, February 20,1882. 

My Lord, Vnmwifh a COT )v of a Declaration submitted to 

—1 situation, which was so 

excellent a short time since, is deteriorating. -n ec i a ration of the Controllers- 

The votes of the Council, to the Soudan and 

General, were those which assigne > xt is to ho observed that the 

2 ^L^e^“endE Which has occurred since the Liquidation Budget was 

The following sums have since then been added to the expenu 
of War:— 


(a.) Increase of pay of officers and soldiers serving with the army, or drawing 

military pay while in civil employ. (Decree of the 15th April, 1881). 80,000 

(b.) Increase to War Expenditure Budget, 1882 .. .. .. .. 100,000 

(c.) Cost of tiansfer of a battalion of negroes at Massowah (hitherto debited 

to the War Budget) to the credit for 100,000/. for the Soudan in the 

Egyptian Budget .. .. .. .. .. 14,000 

(d.) Cost of two battalions regular troops (negro) and of transport destined for 

the Soudan . .. .. .. ,, .. .. 61,000 

(e.) Cost of in egular troops to bo rawed in the Soudan .. .. .. 15,000 

(f.) Addition to pension estimates on account of officers retiring under the new 

Military Law .. .. .. .. .. .. 20,000 


290,000 

These sums have all been voted since the military revolt of the 1st February, 
1881. They are an eloquent commentary on the repeated declarations of tlio leaders 
of the political movement, that the army abstains from using its influence, and that 
the movement is the genuine expression of the will of the country. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 307. 

Declaration made by the Controllers-General to the Council of Ministers, at the sitting of 

February 16, 1882. 

TOTJTES les ressources sur lesquelles on pouvait compter pour 1882 ont dt6 
utilisees. Les provisions de recettes pour cet exercice ont etc etablies dans des condi¬ 
tions telles qu’il n’y a pas lieu de compter sur un excedant, et il a ete fait emploi 
pour les depenses du Budget Extraordinaire de 1882 de l’excedant realise sur les 
previsions de recette de 1881, et des sommes non employees sur les credits ouverts au 
Budget des Depenses du meme exercice. 

II ne restait disponihle, lors de l’ctablissement du Budget de 1882, qu’une somme 
de £ E. 2,150,000, qui y avait etd portee comme fonds de reserve pour ddpenses 
imprdvues. 

§ur cette somme quelqucs prdlOvements ont deja dtO faits; on a notamment 
employe:— 

£ E. 20,000 pour pensions militaires. 

£ E. 60,000 pour les troupes du Soudan. 

Le Budget du Soudan presentant deja un deficit ne pourra vraisomblablement pas 
payer cette somme. 

On sera, en outre, oblige d’imputcr sur le rdliquat de ce credit une somme de 
£ E. 29,000 environ pour le recensement. 

La somme restant disponible suffira a peine sans doute a payer les ddpenses 
extraordinaires du service quarantenaire. 

Toute depense nouvello votee par le Oonseil, et il est impossible qu’il ne soit pas 
frdquemment necessairo d’accordcr pour les depenses imprevues des credits plus ou 
moins importants, se traduira done par un deficit en fin d’annde. 

Les Controleurs-Generaux appellent sur cette situation l’attention du Conseil. 


No. 308. 


Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville. —( Received February 27.) 

E 

(No. 80. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 20, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith a Confidential Memorandum by Sir 
Auckland Colvin on the situation. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD. B. MALET. 








Inclosure in No. 308. 


Memorandum. 

AT the last meeting of Council (16th) we were obliged to draw its attention to the 
fact ttiat the Reserve Fund of 1882 (150,000!.) is already exhausted, though only six 
weeks of the year have elapsed. I annex copy of our remarks, which 
monev has been voted. Any unforeseen expenses which may occur during 1882 
constitute a budgetary deficit, to he debited, when the accounts are made 
of exnenditure or increase of receipts over estimates during 188 . . 

between them make up the Extraordinary Budget for 1888, that Budget will be reduced 

ty ^IS—ttder pressure of the army, * “KraS 
folio win s' figures show that from April 1881 to the present date: 300£001. m round, 
figures have been added to the annual estimates, either directly °r rndn'cctlyonaecou 
of military expenditure. The war estimate of the Liquidation Budget (368,000Z.) has 
thus been nearly doubled. £ 

U.) Increase of pay of officers or soldiers serving with ‘he army, or towing 
{ ° military pay while in civil employ. (Decree of the 15th April, 1881) . ^0,000 

?A H Massownh (Mtlierto MM 

' to the War Budget) to the provision of 100,0002. for the Soudan m ^ ^ 

(n.) Coster two 'hathiUons° regular troops (negroes) and of transport destined ^ ^ 

for the Soudan .. ’* “ "* 15 000 

\ rw 0 f irregular troops to he raised in the boiumn • • , • • * ’ ’ 

(f.) Addition to" pension estimates on account of officers retiring under new ^ ^ 

Military Law .. '• • • * * ' * '" 

290,000 

Meanwhile the strength of the army is being rapidly raised to !S,000, and though 
the increased grant of 100,000!. (n.) was voted to “ “SymnliRubt 

EttS3SSsi!ss--at 

was absolutely necessary to keep the Egyptian ordinary war est.mates at the lowest 
possible figure. wm dcMtod> in t i, c first instaucc, to the provision of 100,000!. 

for the Soudan which annually finds place in ttic E gyptian Budget; but as this lia 
hitherto barely sufficed to meet the charges annually debited to it, the sum ( ■), ( 0 A 1 

“In oifiinary circumstances we should urge in the strongest mauimr on th,c Council 
to stop all recruiting for «» 

to ^eXSheutim sLgth of the Egyptian army might, if the finances allowed 
ot “ £* 

^ he^trs of'too mm^tS 

to draw attention to tbc financial situation and piospects. 




There are one or two other points which require to he brought to the attention of 
Her Majesty’s Government. 

The reform of the local Tribunals is delayed for another year. The now Laws 
must he submitted to the Chamber, which will not have time to examine them this 
Session. 

The Chamber is about to call for the Cadastre estimates. This Department will 
he severely bandied, and I expect tliat proposals will be made to withdraw it from 
European control. More than almost any other Administration, it needs, for obvious 
reasons, European supervision. 

The attitude of Arabi Bey at the Council of the lGth caused me uneasiness. Eor 
the first time since he has taken his seat, ho spoke as a man who held affairs in his 
hands; and his remarks indicated a summary disregard to the opinions of others, 
which, if it continues, will bring him into direct collision with us. 

The only other remark I have to make this week is that from various quarters 
information reaches me of the growing popular animus against the European element 
in the Administration. The Ministry will he obliged very shortly to give repression to 
this. I think it likely that the more prudent members of the Cabinet will retire 
before long. 

(Signed) A. COLYIN. 

Cairo, February 20,1882. 

No. 309. 

Sir E. Malct to Earl Granville.—(Received February 27.) 

E 

(No. 81. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 20, 1882. 

THE Memorandum of Sir Auckland Colvin of which I had the honour to 
transmit a copy in my immediately preceding despatch of to-day establishes very 
clearly the inefficiency of the Control since the power of the Khedive and the Govern¬ 
ment was paralyzed by the military revolt of the 1st Eebruary, 1881. The Control 
was re-established in 1879, on the supposition that the power of government was 
vested in the Khedive and Ministers, and it was supposed that, if the Ministry acted 
contrary to the advice of the Controllers, ample means existed to produce a change of 
Ministry by action on the Khedive. The prospect of a power arising before which 
both the Khedive and his Ministry would have to bend was overlooked, and its sudden 
appearance and acquisition of power has practically destroyed the guarantees which 
the Control was designed to offer, and in virtue of which the Commissioners of 
Liquidation reduced the interest on the Unified Debt from 7 to 4 per cent. 

It appears to me, therefore, to become a question whether the Control should he 
maintained now that it exists only in name. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 310. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 27.) 

(No. 82. Secret.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 20, 1882. 

THE Khedive told me yesterday that he had received advice from the Porte to 
endeavour to form a party for himself among the military and in the Chamber by 
means of bribes, and recommending that when he had done so ho should make use of 
those whom he had gained over to make a coup d’etat, and throw the revolutionists 
into the Nile. His Highness said that ho had replied that it was not possible for him 
to follow such advice ; in the first place, because those who deserved death ought to 
he tried and condemned publicly, and, secondly, because the resources at his disposal 
only sufficed for the expenses of his household. 

I cannot but suspect that tlie design of the Porto is that the Khedive should fall 
into a trap which would give an excuse for his deposition. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 
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No. 311. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received February 27.) 

(No. 84 Confidential.) Cairo, February 20,1882. 

My InW telegram No. 31 of thtote 

“tS 

ISS^toSSSSSS Khedive to decree the Law, the Ministry must be 

I made this statement on the authority ^y”truth in it, and has written to 

Sultan Pasha has recendly denied that there ^ ^.^4 him . 

a '^Chdr^Pashafhowevei^continucs Jaffirm that Sultan Pasha himself gave his 

" ISSSS 1 ? endetrrS^tKkief that the 

fall of Ch&if Pasha was the result of military pressure. ^ 

(Signed) ’ EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 312. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received February 27.) 

(No. 77. Confidential.) Vienna, February 21,1882. 

My IN d k short conversation which I had last m,ht with 

^de^otd^Government^hy^Engknd and Wn-pccth* Egypt, which had reunited 

all tlic Cabinets. , , i n e /i^d not feel certain that this satis- 

His Majesty laughingly observed that ho mu inpower . 

factory result would have been °htamed if • G M Gamtetta might have wished to 

I said that I “ n tlTttat it Xld tea great mistake to suppose that 

^ skouid b ° treatei by aU tto Poweis m 

common. j have, & c - 

(Signed) HENRY ELLIOT. 


No. 313. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.— {Received February 27.) 

(No. 83.) Vienna, February 21, 1882. 

My Lord, Trim mi-inn Government to your Lordship’s despatch 

J THE answer of the Austio-Hun 0 anan « . aues ti on will he given to your 

proposing an exchange ofviews upon ^Qt^ahloto stale the terms in which it 
Lordship through Count Karolyi, . satisfaction of the Imperial Govern- 

» subject in which their views are in general 

accordance with those of Her Majesty's Government. ^ &0 . 

(Signed) HENRY ELLIOT. 



No. 314. 

Sir A. Paget to Earl Granville.—{Received February 27.) 

E 

(No. 55. Extender.) 

My Lord, Rome, February 23, 1882. 

I HAD an interview with M. Mancini yesterday, during which I asked him if 
anything had been yet settled respecting the answer of the four Powers to the recent 
joint communication of England and Erance respecting Egypt. 

His Excellency replied that, although the reply had not yet been definitely agreed 
upon, he believed it would record the appreciation of the Powers of the friendly step 
which had been taken by the English and Prencli Governments; their satisfaction 
that Europe was now no more divided into two camps upon the Egyptian question; 
their adherence to the principles enunciated in the joint communication, and, conse¬ 
quently, their readiness to enter upon an exchange of ideas upon the basis proposed. 
Such, at least, was the outline of the answers which he had advocated, and he had 
reason to think that it was in accordance with the views of the other Powers. 

With regard to the question of how and by whom an armed intervention, if it 
should become necessary, should be carried out, his Excellency proceeded to say that, 
personally, he was of opinion it would be better to avoid referring to it in the reply 
now under consideration. 

There did not, ho continued, seem to be perfect agreement even between England 
and Erance upon this subject, Her Majesty’s Government inclining, apparently, 
towards the employment of a Turkish force, while the Erencli Government had other 
views. It would be better, therefore, in his opinion, to avoid touching a qxiestion, 
until the actual necessity arose, which might possibly have the effect of disturbing the 
agreement amongst the Powers which now so happily existed. He did not know, 
however, whether his views upon this matter would prevail. 

Should an intervention eventually become inevitable, he should be disposed to 
think that the employment of a Turkish force, under sufficient European control, 
would be likely to bo attended with less danger and the prospect of fewer complica¬ 
tions than if it were carried out by any of the other Powers. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) A. PAGET. 

No. 315. 

E Sir E. Thornton to Earl Granville.—{Received February 27.) 

My Lord, • Si. Petersburgh, February 23, 1882. 

WITH reference to your Lordship’s despatch No. 40 of the lltli instant, relating 
to E°-ypt, I have the honour to state that during an interview which I had yesterday- 
afternoon with M. de Giers, his Excellency informed me that ho would shortly transmit 
an answer to the contents of that despatch, to the effect that the Imperial Government 
take note of the Anglo-Erench communications, and are ready to enter, whenever it 
shall be deemed opportune, upon an exchange of ideas on the subject. .He added that 
he would, within a day or two, address a despatch to this purport to Prince Labanow, 
with instructions to communicate it to your Lordship. 

M. de Giers also told me that my Erencli colleague had informed lnm, on tne part 
of his Government, that the principal engagements of Egypt with England and Erance, 
and with other foreign Powers, wore the capitulations and the arrangements tor the 
liquidation of the debt, and for the establishment of international Courts of Justice; 
but that when the whole question came to bo discussed by the different 1 owers, a 
more specific statement of these engagements could doubtless be given by England 
and Erance. He spoke more particularly of the engagements with regard to Judicial 
Reforms, and expressed his hope that they would continue to be carried out, indeed, I 
am inclined to think that his Excellency is disposed to make some allusion to 
this subject in the answer which lie is about to transmit for communication to your 

Loulslupjo said tliat ]lc aid no t observe any immediate danger of a crisis in 
Egypt, but that his Government would be prepared to consider the subject jointly with 
the other Powers whenever it might be considered desirable to do so. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWD. THORNTON. 


No. 316. 

Lord Ampthill to Earl Granville.—(Received February 27.) 

(No. SS. Confidential.) BcrKw , February 24, 1882. 

y PRINCE BISMARCK being unwell I conveyed the thanks of Her Majesty’s 
Government to liis Highness through the Minister for Eorcign Aflaus, fm tl c y 
intimation of his Highness’ views on the situation m Egypt, as ducctcd m y 

Lordship’s despatch No. 72 of the 16th instant. - . . ^ whether 

In the course of the conversation which ensued, 1 ashed his 
the official answer he had announced to me had already been for*aided to the Gei 

Am “xicn“id it had not, because the Powers wore still ^berating among 
each other as to the form in which the exchange of views with the 
England and Trance should take place, and the German Government uould wait unt 
they were agreed before replying officially through Count Munstci^ ^ 

(Signed) * AMPTHILL. 


No. 317. 

The Earl of Dufferin to Earl Granville.— (Received February 27.) 

Constantinople, February 21,1882. 

y I INQUIRED yesterday of Assim Pasha whether there iras any intention on e 

part of the Sultan to promote the return of Ismail Pasha, or Ins harem, to Ottoman 
territory. His Excellency replied that there was not. ^ ^ye &c 

(Signed) 1 ’ DUEEERIN. 


No. 318. 

The Earl of Dufferin to Earl GraFebruary 27.) 

(No. 120.) Constantinople, February 21,1882. 

“ y YESTERDAY 1 left with Assim Pasha a copy of your lordship's‘despatch 

sss$,rsa sz »>. 

had received from his own Government. ^ s i nc0 I received the despatch m 

As your Lordship is aware, some time i 1 P rmnr , n . as the Trench 

question, followed by the telegram “ from ]> av f S) I contented myself with 

“SS E. 'Sff SSH'Mk US" 

a'Cis-ssssrsjtt. = " —— * »• 

Porte until he was in a position to act m conceit with m . ^ ^ &c 

(Signed) DUEEERIN. 


No. 319. 

Count Munster to Earl Granville.-(Rcceived February 27.) 

E 

(Translation.) German Embassy, February 27,1882. 

My ^conformity with instructions which I "“j™ 1 a^ite 

inform your Lordship that the Governm .i 10 l^o-votian question mentioned in your 
SSSv,S»f£mSX?o’n the°understauding that the other Great Powers 
also take part in the same. 
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Erom information which has reached my Government, it appears probable that all 
the Powers are inclined to take part in the exchange of ideas on this subject which 
is signalized as desirable by the Cabinets of London and Paris. 

Under these circumstances, the Imperial Government awaits the further proposals 
of the two Cabinets respecting the place and forms of procedure of such an exchange 
of ideas. So far as the Imperial Government is concerned, any of the European capitals, 
such as Paris, London, Vienna, or Constantinople, would be equally acceptable for this 
purpose. 

I have, &c 

(Signed) MUNSTER. 


No. 320. 

E Earl Granville to Lord Ampthill. 

(No. 83 a.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 27, 1882. 

THE German Ambassador called upon me this afternoon and handed to me a 
copy of a despatch from his Government in reply to the communication recently made 
by Trance and England to the other Powers with regard to Egyptian affairs. I "inclose 
a translation of this paper. 

I thanked Count Munster for this communication, and told him that I thought it 
premature to hold a Conference on the Egyptian question. Such a step would give 
the matter unnecessary importance, although it might be necessary to revert to it if 
matters became more complicated. 

I said that wo were at Ibis moment in communication with the Erench Govern¬ 
ment as to the course to be taken. I could not as yet tell what their views might be, 
but as soon as wo came to any conclusion we should communicate our proposal to the 
other Powers, and we should then see if further discussion was necessary and how it 
could be most conveniently carried on. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 321. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Thornton. 

E 

(No. 64. Confidential.) 

(Extract.) Foreign Office , February 27, 1882. 

THE Russian Ambassador called upon me this afternoon, and said that he had 
received a despatch from his Government, which he had no instructions to communi¬ 
cate to me officially, but of which ho could toll me briefly the substance. 

As regards Egypt, the Russian Government expressed themselves well satisfied 
with the view wo took of tho situation. They thought that the identic communication 
made by England and Erauco had produced a good impression at all the capitals. 
They wore desirous of obtaining some further explanations as to the special arrange¬ 
ments of England and Branco with Egypt before consulting other Governments. 
There was no doubt, however, in their opinion, that the special interests of England 
and Erance would be recognized by all the Powers, and would not be disputed by 
anybody so long as they did not conflict with the general interest. 


No. 322. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received February 28.) 

(No. 175.) 

My Lord, Paris, February 27, 1882. 

WITn reference to your Lordship’s telegram No. 69 of last night, I have the 
honour to report that I have to-day furnished M. do Ereycinet with copies of your 
Lordship’s despatches Nos. 194 and 195 of the 22nd instant about Egypt. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


}-i0 ; 


2 
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No. 323. 

Count Kalnohj to Count Kdrolyi.-{Cmm«M to Earl Grannlle by Count Kdrolyt, 

E Vienne, le 24 Fevrier,l 882. 

M. le Comte, , -ci ti _ T1 pp m’ont remis ces jours derniers une 

LES Ambassadeurs d’Angleterre et dc Rmcom affaires d’Egypte dont 3 ai 

d^che Circulaire de du !7 courant. 

eu l’honneur d’envoyer copie a votie £ • t aue i c maintien des droits 

Dans ces pieces les deux Gouvcrnemen J. i n ternationaux formeraient la 

du Sultan et du Kkddive ainsi que clcs» engageem t^t ^ situation actuelle 
meilleure condmte a temr dans les affaires nYR * d ^ e sures ulterieures lls y 

", nn « de vues 

avec nous. , ■, • i,; pn f a i re connaltre au Cabinet Anglais 

Je vous invite, M. le Comte, de you 0 , rassurer que nous accueille- 

la satisfaction que nous a cause sa commum pourra it nous adresser par rapport 

rons avec empressement toutes les 

h lTfigypte dans le sens de la d^pecbe precitee remise pai &c> 

(Sign6) EALNOKY. 


No. 324. 

ji Earl Granville to Sir H. Elliot. 

(No. 53.) Foreign Office, February 28,1882. 

SU ’ THE Austrian Ambassador called upon me tinstiieanswer of the 
“ °c—S made^by your Excellency and your 

German Government contained an mquny wnerc tu 

”*oS5Uw - «■* >• - »i—" *■ *"*•*' “ “ 

personal opinion, a Conference would be undesnable. ^ ^ &c . 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 325. 

Lord Lyons to Earl GranviUe.-(R‘cemd March 1.) 

(No. 173. Extender.) Paris, February 25, 1882 - 

My L t 0 UEAD this afternoon to M. dc Ereycinet your Lordship's ^ hyEmnce and 
and 195 of tbe 22nd instant, tlic fl rs t suggesting gg function8 of the Egyptian 
England to tbe other Powers respecting. . of j£ er Majesty’s Government 

Chamber of Notables, and the second stat „ population in Egypt, 

respecting the administration of ' rf*. *° h - n wit h copied of these two despatches, and 
1 M. do Ereycinet asked me to furnish Umr nn l tQ do s0 . 

I have addressed to your- Lordship a telegram askin s pe j UaTe> &e 

(Signed) LY uls o. 
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No. 326. 

Prince Lobanov) to Earl Granville.—(Received March 1.) 

E 

M. le Comte, Londres, le Fevrier, 1882. 

L’ AMBASSADEUR de Sa Majesty la Reine a St. Petersbourg a communique a 
M, le Secretaire d’Etat de Giers une depechc de votre Excellence exposant le point ue 
vue du Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Britannique relativcment a la situation de 

1 ^ &5 Ayant pris a ce sujet les ordres dc Sa Majeste l’Empcrcur, M. de Giers m’invite a 
vous informer, M. le Comte, que le Cabinet Imperial prend note de cettc com¬ 
munication et qu’il est pret, le cas eclieant, a entrer dans un echangc didoes 
ulterieur. 

En m’acquittant de ce devoir, je saisis, &c. . ^ . __ _ w 

1 (Sign6) LOBANOW. 


No. 327. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received March 1, 6 30 p.M.) 

(TeleSlhic.) Pons, March 1, 1882, 5-10 p.M. 

V M. DE EREYCINET has just told me that the day before yesterday the German 
Ambassador brought him a communication to the effect that the German Govern¬ 
ment had received the Erench and English notes proposing an exchange of ideas 
respecting Egypt; that they readily accepted the proposal; that they wished to know 
in what capital Erancc wished the meeting to take place, and that, tor their part, they 
had no objection to St. Petersburgli, Berlin, Vienna, or Pans. 

M. de Ereycinet says that he stated in reply to the German Ambassadoi that the 
English and Ercnch communications were not notes, but simply instructions to t eir 
own Ambassadors; and that the Ercnch Government had not contemplated anything 
in the nature of a formal Conference at any capital, but simply an exchange of ideas 
between Ministers for Eorcign Affairs and Ambassadors. . , , , . 

He begs me to convey the above information to your Lordship, but to make to 
you, from him, a particular request to treat it as private and confidential, ne is sure 
that neither London nor Rome was mentioned among the capitals to which Geim y 

would^ ^ ;pj C y (anc t promises an early answer to your Lordship’s despatches Nos. 194 
and 195 of the 22nd. 


No. 328. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. MaleL 

fTplreralhic.') foreign Office, March 1,1882, 6-15 p.M. 

SEND home a nominal list of foreigners in the Egyptian service, stating posi ion, 
nationality, and pay, date and expiration of contract. 


No. 329. 

M Mancini to General Mcnabrea.—(Communicated to Earl Granville by General Menabrea, 

March 2.) 

/mac i • nr. \ Rome, le 2 Mars, 1882. 

( TCl< PAR ^ no \ l6pgche identiquo dont l’Ambassadeur d’Angleterre et le Chargd 
d’Affaires de Erancc m’ont laisse copio, les Cabinets de Londres et de 1 ans ont d6c < 
s’dtre trouve d’accord a recommit™qu’il etait ddsirable de sc mettre en communication 
avec ceux de Berlin, de Rome, de St. Petersbourg, et do Vienne pour leur pioposer 
d’entrer avec eux dans un echangc d’klees au sujet de la meilleure conduite a temr 

P ° Ul jI£’SSid1'AmbaScuv d'Angleterre ot lo Chargd d’Affaires do Erance^ Je 
Ticns maintenant vous charger dc porter d la oonnaissance du Cabinet aupitss duquel 
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vous etes accrdditd que le Gouvemement du Roi prend acte avec satisfaction de cette 
declaration constatant la competence du concert Europeen pour tout reglement 
dventuel des alfaires Egyptiennes. Je vous autorise it ajouter que lc Gouvemement du 
Eoi, apprdciant une initiative visant a amencr vis-a-vis des eventualites possibles en 
Egypte l’entente entre les grandes Puissances, est dispose a prendre part, au point de 
vue des interets Europdens, a l’dcliange d’idees projetd entre les six Cabinets et avec la 
Sublime Porte, dans la forme et au moment dont on conviendra. 

Yeuillez donner lecture de cette ddpeclic a son Excellence le Ministre des Affaires 
Etrangdres et lui en laisser copie, s’il le desire. 


No. 330. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons . 

(No. 235. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, March 2, 1.882. 

THE Erencli Ambassador told me this afternoon tliat when M. de Ercycinct had 
spoken in the Chamber on the subject of Egypt, he had avoided expressing any 
decided opinion as to the possibility or expediency of a Turkish intervention, but that 
the manner in which the remarks of the Deputy, who had made the interpellation, 
were cheered, showed that such a measure would not be tolerated by Erench public 
opinion. 

M. Challemel-Lacour went on to discuss other alternatives, and ended by expressing 
himself somewhat in favour of intervention by Italy, acting as mandatory for the 
other Powers, if intervention became necessary. 

This, however, his Excellency said, was merely his personal opinion. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 331. 

Lord Ampthill to Earl Granville.—(Received March 3, 5’44 P.M.) 

(No. 12.) 

(Telegraphic.) Berlin, March 3, 1882, 4*58 p.m. 

YOUR Lordship’s No. 73 a of the 20th ultimo. 

German Ambassador in Paris presented a written answer to Ercnch Government 
on the 27tli Ecbruary about Egypt. Count Minister was equally instructed to 
communicate a mitten answer to your Lordship, I am told. 


No. 332. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 236.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, March 3,1882. 

I nAVE received your Excellency’s telegram No. 20 of the 1st instant, recording 
a communication made to you by M. do Ercycinct, as to what had passed between 
himself and the German Ambassador at Paris, in regard to the English and Erench 
notes proposing an exchange of views respecting Egyptian affairs. 

I have to state to your Excellency that Her Majesty’s Government concur 
generally in M. de Ereycinet’s views, as stated in your telegram, as you will gather 
from my despatch to Lord Ampthill of the 27th ultimo, a copy of which is herewith 
inclosed. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 333. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received March 4.) 

E 

(No. 180. Very Confidential. Extender.) 

My Lord, Paris, March 1, 1882. 

IN my despatch No. 175 of the day before yesterday, I had the honour to 
report that I had furnished M. de Ercycinct with copies of your Lordship’s despatches 
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Nos. 194 and 195 of the 22nd ultimo, the first suggesting a proposal to be made bv 
England and Erance to the other Powers, with regard to the financial functions of the 
Egyptian Chamber of Notables, and the second expressing the views of Her Majesty’s 
Government respecting the necessity of measures for the effective administration of 
justice for the native population of the country. 

d. e Ereycinct thanked me this afternoon for these copies, and said that he 
should bung the matters to which they related before the Council of Ministers to-morrow 
and that he would communicate to me as soon as possible afterwards the views of the 
Erench Government respecting them. 

His Excellency proceeded to tell me that the day before yesterday Prince 
Hohenlohe, the German Ambassador here, had made a verbal communication to him, 
to the effect that the German Government had received the Erench and English notes 
proposing an exchange of ideas with the Powers respecting the state of Egypt, that 
they readily accepted this proposal, that they desired to know in what capital Erance 
wished the meeting to take place, and that for their part they had no objection to 
St. Petersburgh, Berlin, Vienna, or Paris. M. do Eroycinet was certain that neither 
London nor Rome was mentioned among the capitals to which the German Govern¬ 
ment did not object. 

M. de Eroycinet went on to say that on receiving the above communication from 
Prince nohenlohe he had at once pointed out to him : first, that the proposals of the 
Erench and English Governments for an exchange of ideas were conveyed simply in 
the foim of despatches to their own Ambassadors, not m that of notes addressed 
diiectly to the several Powers: and secondly, that the Erench Government had not 
contemplated anything in the nature of a formal Conference to be held in the capital of 
one of the Powers; but had merely had in view an exchange of ideas between Ministers 
for Eoreign Affairs and resident Ambassadors. 

M. de Eroycinet requested me to convey to your Lordship this information, but 
at the same time to make to you a particular request from him to treat it as private 
and confidential. 

I have already had the honour to forward the substance of this despatch to your 
Lordship by telegraph. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 334. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received March 4.) 

(No. 188.) 

My Lord, _ Paris, March 3, 1882. 

I HAVE just time to send to your Lordship by the messenger who is about 
to start two notes verb ales which have been put into my hand by M. do Eroycinet and 
which contain observations by him on your Lordship’s despatches Nos. 194 and 195 of 
the 22nd ultimo respecting the affairs of Egypt. 

M. do Ercycinct says that if your Lordship approves the alterations he suggests in 
the first despatch (No. 194) and will send it, so modified, as an instruction to Her 
Majesty’s Representatives at Berlin, Rome, St. Petersburgh, and Vienna, ho will send 
an identic instruction to the Erench Representatives in those capitals; and will make 
arrangements beforehand with your Lordship to insure the instructions being 
communicated simultaneously by the Erench and English Representatives to the 
Governments to which they are accredited. 

He desires to postpone for the present taking any action on the second 
despatch (No, 195). 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


Inelosurc 1 in No. 334. 

Note Verbale. 

M. DE EREYCINET suppose que l’extrait ci-aprds de la depeche de Lord 
Granville, que Lord Lyons a bien voulu lui remettre do la main a la main, formcrait, 
dans la pensde du Gouvemement do Sa Majestc Britannique, le texte de la depeche & 
(3461 2 £ 










adreaserparies Cabinets 4e Paris et de Londres l leurs Eepr&entants auprbs des 
4t6 inspires par le dds • ( ) . _ mi -f A+ r0 conserve dc cc dernier, afin de 

avec l’ancien, en reproduisant tou de la Qhamfire des Notables; 

SE5fe^sEM^4BftSias 

faire se rdaliser. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 334. 


Draft of Despatch, with Modificat 
Modifications. 


II ne peut toutefois s’empeclier de . . . 

ne saurait sans 6tre compldtde, etre con- 
siddrde 


de toute une organisation • . . 


ions proposed by M. de Freycinet. 

Draft of Despatch. 

HEE Majesty’s Government liave care¬ 
fully considered* the note presented to the 
English and Erencli Agents by the 
Egyptian Minister for Eoreign Affairs on 
the 8th instant, explaining the intentions 
of the Egyptian Ministers with regard to 
the new Organic Law relating to the 
powers of the Chamber of Notables, and 
have examined it with an earnest desire 
to encourage, as far as possible, the 
judicious development of the institutions 
of Egypt. [They regret, liOAvever,J to 
find that the Organic Law, as at present 
constituted, [cannot without consideiab e 
modification he accepted] as compatible 
with the international obligations by 
which Egypt is hound. . 

The note observes that the Budget is 
divided hy the Luav of Liquidation into 
two distinct parts : the first relating to ad¬ 
ministrative services, the other to the 
debt charges, and it assumes that the 
Chamber may control the tonner provided 

it respects the latter. _ . , 

But it is obvious that it is not sufficient 
to inscribe certain credits in the Budget 
in order to meet the engagements ot the 
Public Debt, if the machinery for insuring 
the realization of those credits is dis¬ 
turbed. , „ p 

Tlio Law of Liquidation was framed 
with reference [to a system of check and 
control] to which its provisions were 
adapted ; and certainly, it it had been 
foreseen that the balance ot authority was 
to he disturbed in the manner now con¬ 
templated, the Liquidation Commissioners 
would have insisted on framing more 
stringent guarantees for the preservation 
and collection of the revenues which they 
assigned as security for the debts. _ 

Article 34 of the Organic La\y is quite 
inadequate to save the interests ot the 
creditors. "What is necessary is, not only 
that the obligations of the Laiv of Liquida¬ 
tion shall be recognized, but that pro- 
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Modifications. 


remanie et complete 

Art. 34. Bans aucun cas la Chambre 
n’a 1c droit de cliscutcr n’importe quelle 
obligation do l’Etat resultant de la Bette 
ou de la Loi de Liquidation, ou encore des 
Conventions conclues entre des Puissances 
Etrangeres et le Gouvernement Egyptian. 

Sont notamment comprises parmi les 
obligations internationalcs visees par les 
dispositions qui precedent, celles affbrentes 
au service du trihut du a la Sublime 
Porte, au service des interets des actions 
du Canal de Suez dus au Gouvernement 
Anglais, au service de la Bette Publique 
rdgle par les Becrets, Conventions, et 
Actes International^ y rclatifs, ainsi quo 
toutes charges resultant de la Loi de 
Liquidation ou de Conventions Inter¬ 
nationales, de memo que tout ce qui con- 
eerne l’Administration de la Baira Sanieh 
et cello des domaines dc l’Etat. 

“ La partie du Budget Egyptian affdrente 
aux dites obligations et charges et com- 
prenant pour certains cliapitres des 
depenses et des rccettcs, continucra a etre 
prdparee et arretee, dans des formes et des 
conditions identiques a cellos qui ont did 
adoptees pour les precedents Budgets, 
suivant les accords internationaux preexis- 
tants. Par application de ce principe, 
seront ainsi fixdes notamment les depenses 
administratives des Provinces dc Garbieli, 
Menoufieh, Bdhdra, et Siout, ainsi quo 
cellos des Bouancs, des chemins de for, 
des tdldgraphes, et du port d’Alexandria, 
dont les revenus sont aff'ectds a la Bette 
Publique.” 

Sans ces dispositions compldmcntaires 
et dans sa teneur actuelle, l’Article 34 
pourrait conduirc a un etat de clioses . . . 


II cst de l’intdrct de l’Egyptc comme do 
Pinteret des Puissances que cetto extre- 
mitd soit evitce. 

M. de Freycinet propose de supprimer ce 
paragraplie. 


Draft of Despatch. 

vision shall be ensured for their due ful¬ 
filment. 

The Article might possibly [be modi¬ 
fied] in terms sueh as these:— 

“ Les services du tribut et des interets 
des actions du Canal dc Suez, celui de la 
Bette Publique et les Conventions y rela¬ 
tives, ainsi que toutes charges resultant 
do la Loi de Liquidation ou de Conventions 
Internationales, de meme que tout co qui 
concerne l’Administration de la Baira 
Sanieh et celles des domaines de l’Etat, 
no pourront etre soumis au vote ni a la 
discussion de la Chambre. 

Be memo les ddpenses administratives 
des Provinces do Garbieli, Menoufieh, 
Behera. et Siout, ainsi que celles des 
Bouancs, des chemins dc fer, des tdld¬ 
graphes, et du port d’Alcxandrie, dont les 
revenus sont affectes au service de la 
Bette Publique, ne pourront etre soumises 
au vote ni a la discussion de la Chambre.” 


[Anything short of a reservation to this 
extent ivould undoubtedly create a state 
of things] at variance with the principles 
and the provisions of the Law of Liquida¬ 
tion, and Avould detract from the security 
afforded to the public creditors by that 
law; and it must not bo forgotten that 
foreigners of fourteen different nationali¬ 
ties will have the right to appeal to the 
Mixed Tribunals in case any damage may 
result to them from the infringement of 
the rights secured to them by the Liqui¬ 
dation Law. 

[It seems, however, open to sorious 
doubt Avliether the pretensions of the 
Chamber could be sufficiently encountered 
by any mere alteration in the wording of 
the Organic Law. The Avliolc drift of this 
instrument, and the attitude of the 
Notables indicate clearly their impatience 
of European interference and control, and 
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Modifications . Draft of Despatch . 


M. de Frey cine t propose de supprimer le 
mot “ artificial.” 

a 6t6 et sera encore. 

M. de Freycinet propose de supprimer ce 
paragraphe. 


M. de Freycinet propose de supprimer ce 
passage. 


prdsentement. 

incontestablement lui . . . . 
de porter atteinte aux . . . . 


their intention, if possible, to obtain ex¬ 
tended authority.] 

The existing financial fabric is un¬ 
doubtedly [artificial] exceptional; it origi¬ 
nated in the interference of Foreign 
Powers to protect the interests of the 
creditors, but [it is] indirectly productive 
of great advantage to the population of 
Egypt, and in the interest alike of the 
native and of the foreigner, it seems most 
undesirable to tamper with it [in order to 
apply certain abstract principles of 
Government which can only be gradually 
introduced in practice into a country like 
Egypt.] 

[Inasmuch as Egypt is not a separate 
or independent country, the “ primordial 
right” of the Egyptian people to control 
their own Budget cannot be invoked in 
view of the burdens and obligations which 
they have inherited any more than their 
“primordial right” to settle all judicial 
disputes with foreigners in the Native 
Courts; and, as regards the right given to 
the Khedive by the Firmans to manage 
the internal administration of Egypt—a 
right which cannot he contested—the late 
Khedive entered into binding international 
obligations to exercise it only subject to 
restrictions and limitations.] 

On the whole, therefore, Ilcr Majesty’s 
Government are of opinion that the 
functions of the Chamber should be con¬ 
fined to certain definite matters, including 
even finance so far as possible, in respect 
of which they may render useful service, 
gradually developing their capacity for 
self-government without risking [a conflict 
with] the international obligations result¬ 
ing from the Law of Liquidation and 
other Conventions .... 


Inclosure 3 in No, 334. 

Note Verbale. 

LOUD LYONS a, en memo temps, remis de la main a la main a M. de Frey¬ 
cinet une seconde ddpeclie egalemont adressee par le Principal Secretaire d’Etat au 
Itepresentant de la Heine a Paris, et dans laqucllo Lord Granville expose l’avantage 
qu’il y aurait a assurer Pellet dcs reformes dont le maintion faisait plus pafticuliere- 
ment l’objet de sa premiere communication, par un ensemble do mesures tendant a 
garantir une moilleure distribution de la justice aux indigenes, et a institucr on Egypte 
un corps spdcialemcnt charge do l’dlaboration des lois. Le Gouvcrncment do la 
Pepublique apprdcic la valour des ameliorations dont le Gouvcrnment Anglais l’a ainsi 
entretenu: toutefois, il a du sc demander si l’on no risquerait pas de compromcttro par 
avance, soit vis-a-vis du Gouvernemcnt Egyptian, soit vis-a-vis des Puissances cllcs- 
memes, le sort des propositions qui s’imposent a la sollicitudc immediate des .deux 
Gouvernements, en les liant a tout un ensemble de reformes nouvclles qui paraissent 
s’ecarter tr6s sensiblement de l’ordre d’iddes limitairement indique par la communica¬ 
tion identique adressde aux Puissances. Le Cabinet de Londres, d’ailleurs, ne saurait 
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manquer de se rendre comptc par lui-meme des motifs qui nous paraissent conseiller 
aux deux Gouvernements, sous peine de s’exposer a des complications ou tout au 
moins a des lenteurs qu’ils ont egalemont interet a prdvenir, de concerter pour le 
moment leur action sur le point quo Lord Granville deiinit d’une fa^on si precise dans 
sa premiere ddpecke, en en signalant a bon droit l’importance capitale. 


No. 335. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Cookson. 

(No. 58. Confidential.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, March 4, 1882, IP50 r.M. 

THE French Government have proposed to Ilcr Majesty’s Government to make 
an identic communication to the other Powers in the following words :— 

“ Her Majesty’s Government have carefully considered the note presented to the 
English and French Agents by the Egyptian Minister for Foreign Affairs on the 
8th instant, explaining the intentions of the Egyptian Ministers with regard to the 
new Organic Law relating to the powers of the Chamber of Notables, and have 
examined it with an earnest desire to encourage, as far as possible, the judicious 
development of the institutions of Egypt. They cannot, however, help observing that 
the Organic Law, as at present constituted, could not, without being developed, be 
considered as compatible with the international obligations by which Egypt is 
hound. 

“The note observes that the Budget is divided by the Law of Liquidation into two 
distinct parts—the first relating to Administrative services, the other to the Debt 
charges; and it assumes that the Chamber may control the former provided it respects 
the latter. 

“ But it is obvious that it is not sufficient to inscribe certain credits in the Budget, 
in order to meet the engagements of the Public Debt, if the machinery for insuring 
the realization of those credits is disturbed. 

“ The Law of Liquidation Avas framed with reference to a complete system, to 
which its provisions were adapted; and certainly, if it had been foreseen that the 
balance of authority was to be disturbed in the manner iioav contemplated, the 
Liquidation Commissioners would have insisted on framing more stringent guarantees 
for the preservation and collection of the revenues Avhich they assigned as security for 
the debts. 

“ Article 34 of the Organic Law is quite inadequate to save the interests of the 
creditors. What is necessary is not only that the obligations of the Law of Liquida¬ 
tion shall be recognized, but that provision shall be insured for their due fulfilment. 

“ The Article might possibly bo remodelled and developed in terms such as these:— 

“ * In no case has the Chamber the right to discuss any obligation whatever of the 
State arising out of the Debt or of the LaAV of Liquidation, or, again, out of the 
Conventions concluded between the foreign Powers and the Egyptian Government. 

“ ‘ Among the international obligations affected by the foregoing provisions are 
specially included those relating to the payment.of the tribute duo to the Sublime 
Porte, the payment of the interest of the Suez Canal shares due to the British Govern¬ 
ment, the payment of the Public Debt regulated by the Decrees, Conventions, and 
International Agreements relating thereto, as avcII as all charges arising out of the 
Law of Liquidation or International Conventions, and likewise all that concerns the 
administration of the Daira Sanicli, and that of the State Domains. 

“ ‘ The portion of the Egyptian Budget relating to the said obligations and charges, 
and comprising expenses and receipts under certain headings, will continue to be 
prepared and settled under forms and conditions identical with tlioso Avliieli have been 
adopted for the former Budgets, in conformity with the pre-existing International 
Agreements. 

“ * The chief expenses which will be fixed by the application of this principle are the 
administrative expenses of the Provinces of Garbieh, Menoufick, Beherah, and Siout, 
as Avell as those of the customs, railways, telegraphs, and the port of Alexandria, the 
revenues of which arc appropriated to the Public Debt.’ 

“ Without these complementary provisions, and in its present form, Article 34 
might lead to a state of things at variance Avith the principles and the provisions of 
the Law of Liquidation, and would detract from the security afforded to the public 
creditors by that LaAV; and it must not be forgotten that foreigners of fourteen 
different nationalities will have the right to appeal to the Mixed Tribunals in case any 
[34C] 3 A 
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Inclosure in No. 337. 

Extract from the “Moniteur Egyptien ” of February 19, 1882. 

LE journal officiel “ El-Wakaidh ” public la lettre suivantc adressde par son 
Excellence Sultan Paclia, President de la Chambre des Dengues, a la Direction de la 
Presse:— 

“ M. le Directeur de la Presse, Le Caire, 27 Rabi-Ewel, 1299 (16 Fe'vrier, 1882). 

“ Je lis dans le * Times, 5 qui yient de m’etre communique :— 

“' Pendant son entreyue avec le President des Notables, Arabi Bey mit la main it 
son dpde et employa un langage menagant pour annonccr ce qu’il adviendrait de la 
Chambre, si elle osait s’dcarter le moins du mondc de la route traede par le parti 
militaire. 5 

“ Je regrette qu’une semblable nouvelle, aussi complbtement denude de fondement, 
ait pu trouver place dans un journal grave commc le ‘ Times, 5 et je n’aurais repondu 
que par un absolu dddain, s’il n’y avait lieu de craindre que cette nouvelle ne soit prise 
au serieux, en raison de sa publication dans une feuille de cette importance. 

“ Je proteste contre cette nouvelle depourvue de tout fondement, contraire a toute 
vdritd, et qui ne peut etre d’aucun poids, auprbs de quiconque connait le respect du 
Colonel Arabi Bey pour les droits de chacun, ainsi que le culte des Membres de noire 
Chambre pour la liberty et Pindependancc do chaque opinion individuelle. 

“ Cette fausse nouvelle ne peut etre qu’une manoeuvre d’un ennemi de notre progrds 
national, qui a voulu nous alidncr l’opinion publique en Europe, par la publication de 
tout ce qu’une imagination mal intentionnee sait inventor d’absurde et de. mensonger. 
Mais les faits et les evdnements lui ont constamment donne des ddmentis j usqu’a ce 
jour, et ils lui en donneront bien davantage encore, dans l’avenir. 

“ Le President de la Chambre des Deleguds, 

(Signd) “MOHAMMED SULTAN. 51 


No. 338. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received March 6.) 

(No. 90.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 25, 1882. 

I HA YE the honour to transmit herewith to your Lordship a copy of a letter 
addressed to the Minister of Einance by the Yice-President of the Chamber of 
Notables, in which he informs his Excellency that one of the members intends to call 
the attention of the Chamber to the alleged maladministration of the Cadastre, or 
Land Survey Service, and citing certain questions relating to this Service, in order to 
answer which he begs his Excellency to attend the sitting of the Chamber when the 
matter shall be discussed there. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 338. 

The Vice-President of the Chamber of Deputies to the Minister of Finances. 

(Traduction.) Le 5 Rabi Akher, 1299 (23 Fe'vrier, 1882). 

AHMED EPEENDI ABDUL GHAEEAR, un des Membres de la Chambre des 
Deldguds, h presente ii celle-ci un Rapport par lequel il l’informe que les journaux 
ont public a plusieurs reprises des articles portant sur la mauvaiso administration du 
Cadastre et l’inutilite de scs services, vu les depenscs considerables qu’elle occasionne, 
et qu’aucun dementi officiel n’ayant etc donne a cos articles, Ahmed Effondi se 
voit amend a prendre en consideration les articles dont il s’agit et a appeler l’attontion 
de la Chambre sur un service qui ne cause au Gouvornement que des depenscs consi¬ 
derables et inutiles. Il demande que la Chambre demande a votro Excellence les 
explications suivantes:— 

1. La mauvaiso administration attribute au Comite du Cadastre et la lentcur 
dans l 5 execution des travaux et l’inutilite de ses operations, sont cllcs rdelles 
on non ? 
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2. A combien se sont dlevdes les depenses de cette Administration depuis sa 
creation jusqu’a ce jour ? 

3. Quelle est la superficie des terrains dont l’arpentage a dtd exdcute dans cet 
espace de temps ? 

4. Quel est l’avantage qui en est rdsulte, soit au Gouvernement, soit aux 
habitants ? 

La Chambre aprds en avoir ddlibdrd a decide a la majorite des voix que votre 
Excellence se prdsente a la Chambre pour donner des explications sur les questions 
prdcitees. 


No. 339. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received March 6.) 

(No. 91.) ' 

My Lord, Cairo, February 25, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith to your Lordship copy of a letter 
addressed by the President of the Council of Ministers to the Ministry of Einance 
requesting that the Chamber of Notables may be furnished with all the Treaties and 
Conventions, International and private, between Egypt and other Powers, “ to assist it 
in framing its internal legislation so as not to infringe Treaty rights.” 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 339. 

The President of the Council of Ministers to the Minister of Finances. 

(Traduction.) Le 4 Rabi Ahlicr, 1299 (22 Fe'vrier, 18S2). 

PAR lettre en date du 2 Rabi Alcher, 1299 (20 Edvrier, 1882), la Chambre 
des Deputes, a demande qu’il lui ffit envoyd copie des Actes, Traitds, ct Conventions 
privds passes entre les Puissances dtrangdres ou leurs nationaux ct le Gouvernement, 
afin qu’en conformite des dispositions de Article 34 du Reglement Organiquc de la 
Chambre elle. puissc dans ses decisions etre a couvert des oppositions qui pourraient 
naitre a la suite des Traitds internationaux ou des Conventions privdes. 

Je vous pric done do vouloir bien fairc reunir ct m’envoyer dans le plus bref delai, 
copie de tous les documents de cette nature qui pourraient se trouver soit au Ministdre 
des Einanccs ou dans les services qui on role vent. 

Vous aurez toutefois le soin de fairc traduirc et certifier toutes les pieces qui 
n’auraient pas encore dtd traduites en Arabe. 


No. 340. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received March 6.) 

(No. 92.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 25, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith, extracted from the “Moniteur 
Egyptien 55 of the 23rd instant, two Decrees dated the 21st instant. Tho first 
amalgamates the Administrations of the Soudan, including East Soudan, the Red Sea 
coasts, the Mouderiychs of Ilarrar, Zeilah, Berbora, and Tajourrah into one Govern¬ 
ment, under a now Minister having his seat at Cairo; and the second appoints Abd-el- 
Kador Pasha Governor-General of the Soudan and Minister of the Soudan provinces 
and their dependencies. 

I hare, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 
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Inclosure in No, 340. 

Extract from the “ Moniteur Egyptien” of February 23, 1882. 

Decrct 

NOUS, Khedive d’Egypte, 

Considcrant la ndcessite de completer l’organisation du gouvernement general du 
Soudan et d’y assurer le fonctionnement rdgulier Tune bonne administration, en 
centralisant les services de cette province et en les rattacbant plus 6troitement au 
Gouvernement Central; 

Sur la proposition de notre Conseil des Ministres; 

Avons ddcr4te et ddcr6tons: 

Article l er . L’Administration du Soudan, y compris les Moudiriebs du Soudan 
Oriental, le Gouvernement des c6tes de la Mer Rouge, les Moudiriebs de Harrar, de 
Zeila, de Berbera, et de Tedjourra sont constitutes en un seul Gouvernement. 

Art. 2. Un nouveau Minist^re ayant sont si6ge au Caire est form 6 sons la 
denomination de Minis t&re du Soudan et dependances. 

Art. 3. Notre President du Conseil des Ministres est charge de 1’execution du 
present Ddcret. 

Pait au Palais d’Abdin, le [sic] E&vrier, 1882. 

(Signd) MEhEMET TEWEIK. 

Par le Khddive: 

Le President du Conseil des Ministres, 

(Signd) Mahmotjd Samt. 


De'cret. 

Nous, Khedive d’Egypte, 

Yu notre Decret, en date du 21 Eevrier, 1882 (3 Rabi Akher, 1299); 

Sur la proposition de notre Conseil des Ministres; 

Avons ddcrete et ddcretons: 

Article l er . Son Excellence Abd-el Kader Pacha est nomme Gouvemeur-General 
du Soudan et Ministre des provinces Soudaniennes et dependances. 

Art. 2. Le President de notre Conseil des Ministres est charge de l’exdcution du 
present Decret. 

Eait au Palais d’Abdin, le 21 Eevrier, 1882. 

(Signe) MEhEMET TEWEIK. 

Par le Khedive: 

Le President du Conseil des Ministres, 

(Signe) Mahmoud Samt. 


No. 341. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received March 6.) 

(No. 93.) 

My Lord, Cairo , February 25, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith, extracted from the “ Moniteur Egyptien” 
of the 22nd instant, a translation of the proceedings of two sittings of tho Chamber of 
Notables on tho subject of the new Organic Law and the Budget question, together 
with a precis of the same. 



I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 
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Inclosure 1 in No. 341. 


Precis of Proceedings of the Sitting of the Chamber of Notables, under the Presidency of 
his Excellency Mohamed Sultan Pasha, February 1, 1882. 

Sidtan Pasha opens the seance, and informs tho Chamber that the Organic Law 
has been sent back by the Council of Ministers, with a letter from the President 
making several observations, especially on the Articles relating to the Budget. 

The Report of the Commission named to examine the Law is read. 

It has read and modified nearly half of the Articles of the Organic Law, and con¬ 
tinued its labours till it believed it had shaped it so as best to assure the rights of the- 
Chamber and the respect due to international obligations. 

It communicated the Law thus prepared to the Council, and proved to it the 
justice of its provisions. 

Yesterday the Council sent back the Law, with a letter from its President saying 
that the Ministry has accepted most of the Articles, has modified others, and excepted 
that relating to the examination of the Budget. It asks the Chamber to accept the 
Law as transmitted to it. As regards the modified Articles, we have only to compare 
them with the original text, and to judge if we can accept them or not. The letter of 
the President explains the exception taken to the Budget Article. 

At this stage the Commission thinks it is best to submit to the Chamber the text 
sent in by the Government, the text as modified by the Commission, and the copy 
given to it yesterday by the Council of the amended Law, that the Chamber may 
pronounce on what the Commission has done. 

The Chamber lias now to consider whether it null intrust new powers to the Com¬ 
mission to continue negotiations or to break them off, or else it can itself immediately 
settle the question. 

The letter of the President and the different texts were then read. 

Ibrahim Effendi El Wehil says that the Commission is best versed in this matter, 
and proposes it shall examine the new modifications and the President’s letter, and 
that the Chamber shall then discuss the question when in possession of its definite 
opinions. 

This proposal was unanimously approved. 

Various motions were then put by different members urging the necessity of all 
expedition, so that the question might be finished that day, and that the next day a 
Resolution might be proposed to the Chamber. 

Every one being agreed as to this point, the uttermost delay was fixed for noon 
the next day. 

The sitting was closed. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 341. 

Precis of Proceedings of the Sitting of the Chamber of Notables, under the Presidency of 
his Excellency Mohamed Sultan Pasha, February 2, 1882. 

His Excellency Sultan Pasha informs the Chamber that the Commission intrusted 
with a fresh examination of the Organic Law, which had been sent back unsanctioned 
by tho Government, and of the letter addressed to tho Chamber by the President of 
tho Council of Ministers, will read their Report on the points which the Chamber has 
to discuss. 

The Report. 

The Commission agrees to certain of tho modifications proposed by the Council 
for the Organic Law, but retains tho original text of other Articles. 

It devotes three Articles to the method in which the Budget is to be examined 
together with the Council. 

It has read with astonishment tho letter of tho President of the Council, for it 
knows that the present difficulty between the Government and the Chamber is a purely 
internal one, which calls for no intervention whatsoever, especially after the Chamber 
has given way so far as to accept tho collaboration of persons outside itself in the 
preparation of tho Budget. 

The Commission does not consider any answer necessary to the President’s letter 
for two reasons: (1) because it is too important to be answered except by the united 
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opinion of tlie Delegates; (2) it prefers not to enter into long correspondence, and 
so lose time, but to settle the question by pourparlers, in which the Chamber would 
plainly declare that it considers the drawing up of the Budget as a right belonging 
exclusively to the Government, which in turn has the right to delegate this power to 
the Chamber in order to meet the wishes and needs of the nation. 

In case the Delegates agree in this view, it will be necessary to read afresh the 
text of the Law, of the changes adopted by the Commission, and of the original text 
which it still preserves. 

It is the right of the Chamber alone to name a Delegation, or to draw up an 
answer to the President’s letter. 

Mohamcd Bey El Chawarbi says that there is no objection to the nomination of a 
Delegation to beg the Khedive to sanction the Law. This course is preferable to an 
interchange of correspondence, especially in the new phase on which the question has 
entered with the President’s letter. 

Ibrahim Effendi El Welcil approves, but thinks that the Delegation should proceed 
first to the President, and inform him of the bad impression produced by his letter, 
and invite him at once to sanction the Law without further negotiation. Should he 
refuse, the Delegation might wait upon the Khedive, and beg him immediately to 
decree the Law. 

Ahmed Effendi Abd-el-Gaffar proposes an answer to the President’s letter, refuting 
its assertions, that the Chamber may not seem, by silence, to assent to them. 

Ahmed Effendi Mahmoud thinks that the steps to be taken by the Delegation will be a 
final answer to the President’s letter. Nevertheless, the Report of the Commission, 
just read to us, is a formal rebuttal of the letter, and it should bo recorded in the 
archives of the Chamber, and published for the satisfaction of the public. (Applause.) 

The President proposes the nomination of a Delegation. (Universal applause.) 

Ahmed Effendi Abd-cl-Gaffar proposes that the Delegation should consist of ten 
members. 

Mohamed Bey El Chawarbi asks that the Deputation should consist of fifteen. 

This last proposal is unanimously adopted, and a ballot was commenced for the 
members. 

Follow the names of fifteen Delegates chosen as a Deputation. 

Ahmed Effendi Mahmoud proposes a cloture , that the Deputation may at once fulfil 
its mission. 

The cloture is pronounced, and the President declares tho sitting finished, at 
1 o’clock in the afternoon. 


No. 342. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received March 6.) 

(No. 94.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 27, 1882. 

ALY PASHA SADYK, Minister of Finance, having asked Mr. Gerald Fitz¬ 
gerald, Director-Gen oral of Accounts, to prepare for him Returns showing the number 
of European officials employed in his Department, when Sir Charles Rivers Wilson 
was Minister of Finance compared with the number at present, employed, as well as 
the cost of the Account Branch of the Ministry when it was first organized (at the 
end of 1879), and now I have the honour to inclose herewith copies of the Memoranda 
with which Mr. Fitzgerald has furnished his Excellency in reply. 

With regard to employes, Mr. Fitzgerald shows that their number has been 
reduced from twenty-four to twelve, and that an economy of £ E. 4,909 has been 
effected in their salaries. 

Comparing the Budget of his Department for the years 1880 and 1882, he shows 
that he has, in the two years, made an economy of ninety-two employes and 
£ E. 6,358 in salaries. 

The Report was called for by the Minister because lie was under tho impression 
that the number of European officials and the expeuses of the Department had been 
largely increased. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 
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Inclosure 1 in No. 342. 

Etat de Compavaison entro lc Personnel Europeon existant it la Direction Generate do 
la Comptabilite sous le Minist6re Europ6en (1879) ct sous le Ministerc actuel 
(Fevrier 1882). 

Personnel existant sous le Ministhre Europ6en ct n’existant plus :— 


t Viguancourt, Sous-Directcur-General 
1 Palmer, „ „ 

1 Phipps .. .. •• 

1 Piceiotto 

1 Horizon .. .. •• 

1 Froli .. .. • • 

1 Barpriscli .. .. • • 


Baion de Palm 
Pinto .. 
Buccianti .. 
G!a\ ani .. 

Frangi 


Appointcments Annuels. 
£E. 

1,200 
1,200 
600 
385 
240 
600 
360 

292*50 
175*50 
211 *50 
292*50 
216 


12 fonctionnaires. 


Economic 


5,773 


Personnel existant sous le Ministerc Europecn et existant encore *. 


1 Chakour 
1 Ilarari 
1 Pctrowicli .. 
1 Do Camigho 
1 Amic 

1 Mti'sizza .. 


llarzacchi 

Cuny 

Apt' 

Scotto 

Talamas 


1 Adda 


12 


£ E. 

450 

480 

420 

192 

292 *50 
292*50 
216 
192 
132 
264 
360 
264 


3,555 


Tout le personnel actucl Europecn existait d6ja sous 1’Administration Europeenne 
en 1879, et ainsi depuis cetto annee jusqu’a cc jour je n’ai engagd aucun employ^ 
Europecn nouveau a titro definitif. 

Le nomine total de fonctionnaires Europeens de la Comptabilite existant en 
1879 s'elovait a vingt-quatre, touchant un traitement total de .. .. 

Lc nomine total actuel de fonctit nnaites Europeens do la Direction Generate 
de la Comptabilite lie s’elevc qu’ii douzc, touchant un traitement do .. 
compicnant les augmentations accoidees par avancemcnt ou aneiennete 

Economic .. 


£E. 

8,524 

3,555 


de service. 


4,969 


J’ai done realise sui* le personnel Europecn une Economic de douze fonctionnaires 
et de £ E. 4,909 d’appointements. 


Inclosurc 2 in No. 342. 


Etat do Comparison outre le Personnel de la Direction Genet ale do la Comptabilite. 
existant au l cr Janvier, 1880, ct au l cr Janvier, 1882. 


Budget de 1880. 


1 Bach-Kateb 

13 Directi urs et Chefs de Bureau 
258 Employes 

16 Eiuplois vacants •• 


£ E. 

720 

5,520 

27,194 

3,149 


Budget de 1882. 


1 Bacli-Kateb 

12 Directeui s ct Chefs de Bureau 
183 Employ6s .. .. 


288 


36,583 


196 


£ E. 
720 
5,160 
24,345 


30,225 


Economic en 1882—92 employes, £ E. 6,358 d’appointements. 


Mal°*re cetto economic considerable sur le eliiffre des appointcments, j’ai pu 
amdlioror la situation de presquo tous les employes mal payes en comparison do leur 
[346] 3 C 
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travail. Le service quoiquo fait par un personnel nioins nombreux, cst elevenu beau- 
coup plus important. Tout un bureau a etc organise pour la verification (les comptcs 
en matures. D’un autre c6te, la verification ties comptes cn cspccos ne souffro plus 
aucun retard, et la Direction Generate dc la Comptabilite cst it memo de presenter 
quatre semaines apros l’expiration du ntois, lo resultat general des recettes et des 
ddpenses realisees pour les diverses Administrations de l’Etat, ce qui no s’etait jamais 
vu avant 1880. 


No. 343. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received March 6.) 

E 

(No. 99. Secret.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 27, 18S2. 

I HAVE tlic honour to inclose herewith a copy of a Deport, by Sir A. Colvin, of a 
conversation which he had yesterday with the Khedive on the situation of Egypt. 

In sending me this Deport, Sir A. Colvin observes that he has generally found the 
Khedive’s forecasts of events sagacious, that it is beginning to be said in other quarters 
that the Ministry is not firm, and that this must be so, as it is not actively hostile to 
European officials. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) ED4VADD B. MALET. 


Inclosure in No. 313. 

Report by Sir A. Colvin. 

TIIE Viceroy told mo to-day that lie did not think the present Ministry would 
last another month. There were constant meetings (mostly under military influence) 
being held in the town, at which the President’s conduct was violently attacked on the 
score that lie had failed to carry out his engagements of turning out Europeans in 
Egyptian employ. 

Arabi, whenever he saw the Viceroy, though very courteous personally, never 
failed to declaim against the “Nusava ” (using the expression as a term of reproach), 
and to insist on the necessity of ridding Egypt of them. Arabi seems convinced that 
England will support him. Ho added that he had warned the President and the 
Foreign Minister that they were tottering, and that for some days he had seen that the 
President was like a man trying to balance himself on a plank. 

The impulsion came from the Colonels. The President had replied that if he fell 
Egypt was done for. Both the President and the Finance Minister arc much puzzled 
how to deal with the Chamber’s communication about the Cadastre, being afraid to 
put it aside, and equally afraid to take it up, as they know that what is aimed at is the 
abolition of the Department. 

lie added that lie had lately received a letter from the Sultan asking whether 
there were no means of getting rid of the disaffected officers, and suggesting a cup of 
coffee for Arabi. As to himself, lie added, he had ceased to be anxious about affairs, 
foreseeing that a crash must shortly come, and that lie could do nothing to prevent it. 
It was only a question of a short time, but as power would now pass openly into military 
hands, he thought that things might become more serious in regard to the safety of 
Europeans in Egypt. 

(Signed) A. COLVIN. 

February 26, 1882. 


No. 344. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—(Received March G.) 

(No. 100.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 27, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith copies of despatches from Mr. Vice- 
Consul Borg of the 22nd and 21th instant, giving Deports from Mr. Felice, British 
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Consular Agent at Zagazig, complaining of the insecurity of life and property in his 
Consular district. I have spoken to the Minister for Foreign Affairs on the subject, 
who stated that he believed the reports to be somewhat exaggerated, but that the 
Government was aware that energetic measures were necessary, and that they would 
be immediately taken. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWADD B. MALET. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 344. 
Vice-Consul Borg to Sir E. Malet. 


Si r » . Cairo, February 22, 1882. 

I HAVE received a despatch from the Consular Agent at Zagazig, complaining 
of the insecurity of life and property in his Consular district, and stating that the local 
authorities seem not to be sufficiently alive to the necessity of adopting severe measures 
with a view to repress crime. 

From information which Mr. Felice has obtained it would appear that organized 
bands, from fifty to eighty strong, sometimes mounted, attack at night small villages, 
and have recourse to their arms in case of resistance. Mr. Felice mentions the follow¬ 
ing cases as having recently occurred:— 

At Kafr Atiiah, two husbandmen wounded. At Mit Zayat, a fellah killed. At 
Kafr Hanna Fade!. Manshcyct Gliali Mansour was attacked and pillaged; resistance 
having been offered, eight persons were wounded. At Oum Ilcneyat, two killed, three 
wounded; one of the persons killed is a certain Ilassan Elfendy, a farmer. On the 
15tli instant, a boat, under the command of Dais Mohammed Youssef, was attacked in 
the Canal Bcnayous. 

Mr. Felice adds that the natives themselves arc afraid to go from one village to 
another. 

This state of affairs in the Sharkiyah Province seems to have been reported to the 
Controllers-G eneral by M. Boinet, their Inspector then; and in bringing it under 
your notice I beg to submit whether the attention of the Khedive’s Government might 
not, with advantage, be called to a state of things which, through the laxity of the 
Provincial authorities, might assume still graver proportions. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DAPH. BODG. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 314. 
Vice-Consul Borg to Sir E. Malet. 


Sir, Cairo, February 24, 1882. 

IN continuation of my despatch of the 22nd instant, respecting the state of 
insecurity existing in the Sharkiyah Province, I have the honour to forward to you 
herewith a translation of a letter from Mr. Felice to the effect that the local officials 
complain that they have no power to arrest or adopt other measures with suspected 
persons. 

I may add that a correspondence from Zagazig, which has appeared in yesterday’s 
issue of the “ Messaggiero Egiziano,” mentions the cases of violence reported in my 
despatch. I inclose translation of the extract referring thereto. 

I have, &c. 

• (Signed) DAPH. BODG. 


Inclosure 3 in No. 344. 

Mr. Felice to Vice-Consul Borg. 

(Translation.) 

Dear Mr. Borg, > Zagazig , February 23, 1882. 

ADMED bauds continue to attack and pillage villages. The European residents 
are afraid, and among these I may mention the agent of the English firm, Choremi 
and-[name not clear]. He was stationed at Taiba, in the neighbourhood of 
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n 1]m -R P11 i a t No measures have "been taken by tlic local authorities, and the high 
officials complain that they are not allowed to imprison or bastmado suspected persons, 
and matters are therefore getting worse. w •, i ‘MWiliali An 

I 

“ f te" —el 8 t fS ‘of “of i 

measures should he adopted, and that offices should he 

authorized to act. , „ ,, , 

I hear that many blacks form part of these bands. Yours &c 


/CM _~,1\ 
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Inclosure 4 in No. 344. 

Extract from the “ Messaggiero Egidano ” of February 23,1882. 

(Translation.) ^ ^ Mfnlsllcat Ghali Mansour a regular engagement toolc place 

between the inhabitants and the ™ d p^ns wSrewZkd and 2 Idlled, 

Om Romad another engagement occuncd, and 1 jvafr Illhya robberies 

one of the latter being ™ attacked, and 2 

with violence were committed, at Kali ax > 1 ■» n Tvnfr Hanna 

km 

™rtyo°tSm d bmd! 1 The^TOlffiei^acccptcd, mid two baskets full of bread were 
towered ahis S KS and his slave had 

an arm broken and a wound m the chest. n e lon«'in- io one Mohammed 

wha ° — 

30 ° A iio the v attaclfwasalso made at Singaha, but of this I have no details. 


No. 345. 


E 


Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—{Received March 6.) 


(No. 102. Confidential.) 
My Lord, 


Cairo, February 27, 1882. 



-— , 1 

auu liicoo vo.. —- _ , , “ T, r . • . A tv n mnitf'V of filet, hOWCVOV, Tlie 

been impossible for Client laslias Muustij. - ^ ‘ •n v WOVS o, and the reverse of 

general state of dhc country was apparen y g< o ^ replied that lie thought 

what had been foretold Avas taking place. lLs j. , ( S )tl -J cn tcd but that, at tlio 
that accounts which came up from the provinces,ueie ,' ^ thin-should be done 
same time, the Government elt it was *"™*I™%* J £? X n office, issued an 
to re-establish public security. Ho said that Luu 1 Govcrno . s 0 f pro¬ 

order, which had been very severely eriticizeib ^^rs and^thiX The present 
vinces to exile, without trial, persons‘ ° t hiul fe lt that it was necessary 

Government, in consequence of the state of the cox }, mi to usc the powers 

1>asha l,0l " uy 


I 
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added that the Government intended, if necessary, to send troops to all the Governors 
to enable them to maintain order. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 346. 


Sir E. Mulct to Earl Granville.—{Received March 6.) 

(No. 103. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 27,1882. 

THE new Government has not as yet succeeded in inspiring the confidence 
greatly needed. Business throughout the country is languishing. There is no activity 
in any of the Government Departments except in the Ministry of War. The Chamber 
of Deputies is beginning its campaign against foreign Administrations by calling upon 
the Minister of Finance to furnish information concerning the Land Survey. The 
Government is already severely criticized for announcing no drastic measures to weed 
the Administrations of foreign officials. 

If the present state of things be accepted and encouraged on tlic ground of its 
being* the fair result of a legitimate and general desire of the Egyptians to govern 
themselves, the experiment will cause the country to pass through a lengthened period 
of bad administration, for the science of government cannot be learnt as the Organic 
Law of the Chamber Avas established—by Decree. The technical part of nearly all 
the Government Departments has hitherto been managed by Europeans educated to 
their work, and Avlicn their assistance is discarded tlic machinery is sure to Avork badly, 
and if the Government maintains its present moderation witli regard to the dismissal 
of foreign officials, it Avill not bo able to maintain itself long in poAver. It is the 
offspring of anti-Europeanism, and its inaction in this particular direction Ayill be 
regarded as treachery to the national cause. 

At the same time, I do not think that there is any hope that the advice of united 
Europe, if it involves the abandonment of any of the privileges of self-government 
which have been Avrung from tlic Khedive, Avill be accepted, because there is no one 
in the country sufficiently poAverful to accept such advice and to compel obedience to 
his Avill. Arabi Bey could not do it, because it Avould at once break his influence Avith 
the army. The Khedive is absolutely poAverlcss. It Avould, therefore, bo necessary, if 
it be determined that tlio present state of things cannot be alloAved to continue, that 
an occupation of Hie country should precede its re-organization, but it Avould be Arise 
to alloAV the experiment to prove itself clearly impracticable before such a measure is 
resorted to. Bor very clear grounds can alone justify the suppression by arms of tlic 
effort of a country to govern itself. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


No. 347. 

Sir E. Malet to Earl Granville.—{Received March G.) 

(No. 101.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 27, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose hcrcAvitli to your Lordship translations of a letter 
and an article from the Arabic ueAVspaper “ El Taiecff,” and a precis of tlio same. 

The letter argues that the formation of a National Bank is a concealed means for 
foreign Governments to obtain further ascendency in Egypt. 

The article complains of the manner in Avliieli tlic pilgrims have been treated by 
the European employes of the Sanitary Service. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 
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Inclosure in No. 347. 

Pre'cis of a Letter to the “ Taieeff” of February 22, 1882. 

“La Banque Indigene, ou Banque Nationale.”— There has been much talk 
about the formation of a hank, to he called “Banque fndigfenc.ou Banque Nationale. 

T+ io wnvfli while to set forth some good reasons it should not be ioimeci. 

England and Erancc have relinquished their hostile designs upon us, to secure a 
firmer hold hv making us their debtors. Have we not seen, during the last wo ye , 
tTbanks estaSed here, the “Credit Fonder" by France and “ The Land and 
MoiVao-e Company” by England, which have, up to to-day, laid their hands on moie 
than °^5 000 acres^ of land ? Before eight years have passed, all the cultivation m 
E^vpt" its only source of wealth, will have passed into the hands of strangers, and we 
shall 4 simply ttic servants of the English and Erench. The two above-mentioned 
hanks have not satisfied them, and the two Powers now wish tomndAhis new one. 

It is a foreigners’enterprise which is to take the title of Indi 0 cne. 

nav off the Rothschild Loan, hut it wishes merely to take possession of the Domains 
and to ruin us.Stagers would not lend their money to the cultivators for 6 per 
cent if they had not the ultimate wish to seize their land. The bank takes the title 
of “ National,” so as to he able to issue notes under State guarantee. If it become 
bankrupt the Government becomes responsible for the value of its notes. ^ 

If the bank is to pay the Itothschild Loan, the Domains will be cither restored to 
the State or mortgaged to the bank. If the State takes back the Domains, it will 
“pay totbebank the sum paid by it to Rothschild bosses a —^refere 
banking agents and the amount saved for paying off the Unified Debt l ^c or 
ttec “vVbc an issue ot some 18 or 20 millions storting It after tin^ he bank 
failed nothin" could save us from an intervention by the loneis. lnoio vouia 
then be a second Commission of Liquidation and fresh complications. Ihesc aie 
difficulties foreigners arc preparing lor us. (Signed) M ATTE D,. 


The Ouakantine and the Pilgeims— The quarantine lias caused the death 
of manv pilgrims this year. The Commission to settle Quarantine Regulations was 
cLpoK^Sgn anil native doctors The foreign 
to stav in one spot and stayed outside it themselves, for fear ot mtection. 

Berber guards were set to attend to the sick, who gave them salt water to drink, 

to the pilgrims, the European doctors sold the 

provisions at high rates. One ol' them confiscated the water for lus and sdl 

* of it for 4s Every pilgrim, on arrival, had to buy, for 40 piastres, a iaise ticket, 

which was taken fron?l!im and torn up. Further, 

nlntliPs of the pilgrims, and left them to die of hunger and tiinst. All ol tnc pngi ms 

mfsultmins Un the influence of foreigners, which is ^ m, flK to 

inQiirmortable for an animal, much more so for a man. Besides the ills they liavo to 
miffeV they see each of the European doctors receiving 300 piastres a-day, besides 
lBfr.’ travelling expenses. If the Sanitary Board had only paid these travelling 
pyt) oases to the pilgrims, we should have heard nothing oi all this suffering 
native doctors attached to the Europeans are merely their servants. If native doctors 
wi ^ Power, we should at once have a Holy War, and again see 

the fla°'S of the Crusaders. AH the pilgrims who come into Egypt are astonished to 
see strangers in authority, contrary to all their religious prescriptions. 


No. 348. 

The Earl of Duffcrin to Earl Granville.—(Received March 6.) 

<No. 137. Confidential.) Constantinople , February 26, 1S82. 

My Lord, 

TO-DAY Halim Pasha came to see me. .. 

His Ilighness mentioned that he had at last been admitted to an audience with 
fbe Sultan after an interval of many months, during which His Majesty had taken no 
notice of him; and that he was convinced it was only m his extreme need that the 
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Sultan had brought himself to see him, as he dislikes him personally, on three 
grounds: (1) as being a Ereemason; (2) as being constitutionally inclined in 

politics; and (3) on account of his friendship for the late Sultan Murad. The 
Sultan complained, his Highness added, of Prince Tewfik’s “ suffisance,” and men¬ 
tioned that lie had applied to him for assistance. His Majesty spoke in kind terms of 
England, and repeated what he had already said to me : that he recognized England’s 
right to interest herself in Egyptian affairs on account of her Indian possessions, but 
that he could not comprehend by what title Erance came to interfere. 

His niglmess finally told me that the Sultan abhorred Arabi Bey, the Chambers, 
and the National Party. 

I have no doubt that, in sending for Halim Pasha, the Sultan desired to discover 
what he was about, and whether it might bo possible to make use of him as an 
instrument of his own in Egypt. It is equally certain that Halim Pasha would have 
said everything to lead the Sultan to believe that, if he once got to Egypt, ho would 
prove His Majesty’s humble servant. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DUFEERIN. 


No. 349. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received March 6.) 

E 

(No. 88. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Vienna, February 28, 1882. 

I AM informed that the Italian Government wished that an answer to the 
despatch of the British and Erench Governments proposing an exchange of views 
upon the Egyptian question should be made by the four Powers in identic language, 
but that Count Kalnoky considered it better that each Government should put what 
had been agreed upon into its own words, so as to avoid even the semblance of the 
Powers being divided into groups. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HENRY ELLIOT. 


No. 350. 

Lord Amptliill to Earl Granville.—(Received March 6.) 

(No. 67. Extender.) 

My Lord, Berlin, March 3, 1882. 

WITH reference to your Lordship’s despatch No. 73 a of the 20th ultimo 
respecting Count Mlinstcr’s verbal reply to the joint note about Egypt, I am informed 
by my Erench colleague that Prince Ilohenlohe presented a written answer to M. de 
Ereycinct on the 27tli ultimo; and Dr. Busch tells me that Count Munster has equally 
been instructed to communicate a written answer to your Lordship, which his Excel¬ 
lency has by now probably already done. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) AMPTHILL. 


No. 351. 

Earl Granville to the Earl of Duffer in. 

(No. 109.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, March G, 1882. 

HER Majesty’s Government approve the course adopted by you as reported in 
your Lordship’s despatch No. 120 of the 21st ultimo, in delaying the official commu¬ 
nication to the Porte of the explanation as to the policy of this country in Egypt, con¬ 
tained in my despatch No. 42, until the Erench Ambassador was in a position to act 
with your Excellency. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


-.ssi TKMMDiwpfr’ 







Mr. Coolcson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 7, 8 A.M.) 

(No. 59. Confidential.) 

^TclG^rtipliic.) Cairo, ^darch Gj 1882^ G P*Mi 

YO U It Lordsliip’s telegram No. 58 of the 4tli instant. 

Sir A. Colvin asks me to send the following telegram to your Lordship :— < 

X do not clearly understand whether the proposed note deals only with Article 34 
of the Organic Law, leaving other Articles for further consideration; or whether 
it is designed to dispose of the whole question at issue regarding the Egyptian 
Budget, and to leave to the Chamber, under the reserves indicated in the proposed 
re-draft of Article 34, complete control over the Budget. 

“ If the former is the case, I can express no useful opinion until I have before me 
the proposed modifications in the other Articles of the Organic Law. 

“If the latter is intended, the modifications suggested seem to me quite illusory and 
most dangerous. I would most earnestly deprecate their adoption. . No reservations 
as against the Chamber are of the least value so long as the Ministry is responsible to, 
and dependent on, the Chamber. Such Ministry will deal with the Budget of the 
Administrations reserved precisely as the Chamber would be disposed to deal with 
them; it would be equally inaccessible io the voice of the Control; and, if the proposed 
draft were adopted, the Ministry could avail itsell of the letter of the law, while 
completely defeating the objects which the law is meant to secure. The root oi the 
matter is that, with a Ministry named by the Chamber, and holding office at its 
pleasure, there is no use in distinguishing between wbat the Chamber can vote and 
what the Ministry alone can vote. Article 34, in other words, cannot be treated 
apart from the ensemble and the body of the Organic Law. 

“The note states that it seems most undesirable to tamper with the present 
financial fabric. But, even were the Ministry independent of the Chamber, the 
proposed Article would, as I read it, v holly destroy that fabric. It would remove 
from the Ministry, and therefore from the Controllers’ influence, the entire Budget 
except the items reserved. Not only could vital changes he made in the imposition, 
assessment, and collection of taxes, but Administrations, such as those ot Accounts ol 
Cadastre, or Public Works, which are essential to financial security and development, 
could be crippled or abolished. Confusion, creeping in in this quarter, would in time 
extend to the reserved Administrations, which rest, as their basis and ultimate 
guarantee, on the unassigned revenues and their prudent management. 

“ If, notwithstanding these observations, Article 34 as now proposed is approved, it 
should define rigorously each of the reserved items, and not merely indicate, as 
demanded, ‘ the chief expenses.’ 

“ The real difficulty of discussing this question at present is that we arc proposing 
to introduce, at a moment of abnormal agitation, institutions intended for normal 
use. When I am asked whether the Chamber should have such and such powers, 1 do 
not apply my thoughts to a normal Chamber, but to the Chamber 1 see before me. 
That Chamber is wholly under the influence of a mutinous and successful army ; it is 
itself possessed by a strong feeling against Europeans; it is ignorant, inexperienced, 
presumptuous. The air is lull oi intrigue and mischief, and the Chamber is the centre 
round which they turn. To give at such a time and give such a Chamber powers which 
at another time and to another Chamber might safely be conceded, seems to me, judging 
on the spot, extremely imprudent. The consideration which results to my mind 
clearly is that, before wo can seriously or profitably discuss what modifications are 
permissible in the institutions hitherto existing, the disorder and anarchy now upper¬ 
most must be subdued. Authority must be restored, the army put into its proper 
place, excitement calmed, and intrigues frustrated before we can decide what liberties 
can be reasonably put into Egyptian hands, or feel assured of their rational exercise. 
The houso is tumbling about our ears, and the moment is not propitious for debating 
•whether we would like another storey added to it. Until civil authority is reassured, 
and the military despotism destroyed, discussion of the Organic Law seems premature 
and useless.” 
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No. 353. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 75. Confidential.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, March 7, 1882, 7'45 r.M. 

TELL Rivers "Wilson that Mr. Colvin says that if Article 34 of the Organic Law, 
as now proposed by M. de Ercycinet, is approved, it should define rigorously each of 
the renewed items, and not merely indicate, as demanded, “ the chief expenses.” 

Ask him if he can furnish such a definition. 


No. 354. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 257. Confidential. Extender.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, March 7, 1882. 

I IIAVE to request your Excellency to point out confidentially to Sir C. Rivers 
"Wilson that Mr. Colvin is of opinion that if Article 34 of the Organic Law, as now 
proposed by M. de Ercycinet, is to be approved, it should rigorously define each of 
the reserved items, and not merely indicate, as demanded, “ the chief expenses.” 

I should bo glad if ho could furnish me with a definition such as that suggested. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 355. 

Sir E. Mulct to Earl Granville.—(Received March 8.) 

(No. 105. Political. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 28, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 100 of yesterday’s date, respecting the 
insecurity of life and property in the Charkiych district, I have the honour to inclose 
herewith a copy of a further letter from M. A. Boinct, Inspector under the Control, 
on the same subject. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD B. MALET. 


Enclosure in No. 355. 

M. Boinct to the Controllers-General at Cairo. 

(Confidcnticllc.) 

Messieurs, Zagazig, le 26 Fevrier, 1882. 

IL sc fait aetuellomcnt, dans ccttc province et probabloment dans tout lo Delta, 
nn commerce trds actif d’armes it feu. 

L’audacc des malfaitours et l’impunitd dont ils jouissent jusqu’a ce jour obligent 
les villagcois a sc procurer des moyens de defense pcrsonnello. 

On ne pourrait peut-etro qu’approuver ccs dispositions a une resistance dnergique 
qui rendrait ccrtaincmcnt plus difficilcs et moins frequentes les ontreprises du 
brigandage, mais, a un autre point do vuc, rarmement cn masse do la population 
presente de tels dangers et pout avoir des consequences si graves quo la necessity 
semblc s’imposcr d’en fairc disparaitro d’urgence le prdtexto plausible. 

On n’ignorc pas le projot du parti militaire qui tendrait a exercer au mauie- 
ment des arrnes tous les homines validcs pour cn former uno garde nationale: la 
situation serait facilement cxploitec par les promoteurs do cettc mesuro, dont Implica¬ 
tion dds lors simplifidc trouverait dans la pcrsistance des desordres intdrieures une 
justification specicuse mais difficile it rdfuter. 

L’arsenal du Cairo parait exdcutcr des travaux d’uno grande importance, car on 
embauche ici ccttc destination un certain nombro d’ouvriers mdcaniciens, ajusteurs 
et forgerons. 

On me dit h la Moudirieli quo le Controlo General a rdclamd du Malid communi¬ 
cation de l’ctat des ddpcnscs faites pour le comptc du Ministdro de la Guerre dans 
“ Cliarkich; ” ayant deja ddmandd quelqucs cliiffres se rapportant au meme objet, je 
n’ai pas insistd, pour dviter de donner de l’importance a mes recherches. 

[346] 3 E 
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D’apr&s renseignements divers assez concordants il y aurait eu, jusqu’a ce jour, 
tout au plus 600 homines rappcles ell'ectivcment sous les arines et verses dans les 
regiments. 

A la suite d’un dchangc de correspondance triss vive avee lc Miuistre de 
l’lnterieur au sujet du brigandage, le Moudir avait offert sa ddmission, qui u’a pas 6t6 
acceptee. 

Yeuillez, &c. 

(Signe) A. BOINET, 

Inspecteur du Controle General. 


No. 356. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received March 8.) 

JjJ 

(No. 200. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Paris, March 7, 1882. 

IN your despatch No. 235, Confidential, of the 2nd instant, your Lordship has 
done me the honour to inform me that on that day M. Challemcl-Lacour said to you 
that when M. de Ereycinet spoke in the Chamber on the subject of Egypt, lie avoided 
expressing any decided opinion as to the possibility or expediency of a Turkish inter¬ 
vention, hut that the manner in which the remarks of the Deputy who made the 
interpellation were cheered, showed that such a measure would not he tolerated by 
public opinion. 

M. Challemcl-Lacour is, as your Lordship is aware, quite correct in stating that 
public opinion in Eranco is most strongly opposed to any intervention of the Porte in 
Egypt. 

It is true that in his speech in the Chamber of Deputies on the 23rd of last 
month, M. do Ereycinet abstained from making any very specific declaration against 
Turkish intervention. His object in that speech was to deprecate any intervention at 
all in Egypt, and he was no doubt unwilling to single out the interference of the 
Porte for special reprobation, lest his so doing should he interpreted as a sort of 
acquiescence in intervention from some other quarter. 

He has since said to mo and others that he is as strongly opposed as any man can 
he to the intervention of the Porte. 

He clings to the hope that matters may he arranged in Egypt without any inter¬ 
vention at all, and the aim of his speech was to communicate this hope to his hearers, 
and perhaps to gain credit for following a policy in Egyptian matters more safe and 
less adventurous than that of his predecessor. 

“ ,Jai l’espoir tres forme” (he said), "qu’aucunc intervention pas plus Europdenne 
quo Eranco-Anglaisc, pas plus quo l’intervontion Turque, ne deviendra necessairc. 

* * * * *- * 

“ La Chambre peut etro certaino que, tant que nous scrons sur ccs bancs, aucune 
aventuro n’est a redouter.” 

Such being M. do Ereycinet’s sentiments, it is not likely that it was in virtue of 
any instructions from him that M. Challemel-Lacour expressed to your Lordship an 
opinion in favour of Italian intervention. 

In fact, M. de Ereycinet’s hope that affairs will settle themselves in Egypt in a 
manner tolerably satisfactory to Eranco without some application of force from abroad, 
is not shared by the Ercnch public, and the consequence is that while resolutely, and 
even violently, declaring against allowing the interference of Turkey, the public are 
constantly casting about to find some other efficacious means of settling affairs in 
Egypt, and that with this view the intervention of Italy as the mandators of the other 
Powers has been mentioned. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 357. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 261.) 

My Lord, Foreijn Office, March 10, 1882. 

I HAVE to request that your Excellency will state to M. de Ereycinet that Her 
Majesty’s Government are willing to defer to his opinion that the questions of the 


more effectual administration of justice among the native population of Egypt and of 
the preparation and elaboration of laws by some competent and independent body 
should for the present he postponed, though they attach much importance to com¬ 
pleting by such measures the general scheme of reformed institutions which it is 
desirable should be introduced into the country. 

Her Majesty’s Government would be unwilling for their part that the efforts of 
the two Governments for the welfare of Egypt should be confined entirely to questions 
of finance, and they trust, therefore, that the Ercnch Government will not hesitate to 
join with them in pressing these questions upon the other Powers when the proper 
moment has arrived. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE 


No. 358. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 262.) 

My Lord, . Foreign Office, March 10, 1S82. 

HER Majesty’s Government have had under their consideration your Excellency’s 
despatch No. 188 of the 3rd instant, inclosing the draft Circular to the Powers as 
altered by M. do Ereycinet, and I have now to request that your Excellency will 
inform M. de Ereycinet that Her Majesty’s Government arc prepared to concur in 
most of the alterations which he has proposed. 

They consider, however, that in the 7th paragraph it is necessary to include a 
special mention of the Domain Loan, inasmuch as that Loan was excluded from the 
Law of Liquidation, and was not the subject of an actual International Convention. 

They are also of opinion that it would be desirable to insert the word t£ engage¬ 
ments ” in the 8th paragraph. 

They would also prefer to retain the whole of the 12th paragraph, which they feel 
is required in answer to the statements contained in the note from the Egyptian 
Government which accompanied the communication to the British and Erencli Agents 
of the Organic Law. 

I inclose a fair draft of the Circular as altered, and have to request that your 
Excellency will inform M. de Ereycinet that if lie concurs in it Her Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment are ready to instruct tlicir Representatives to concert with their Ercnch 
colleagues for its simultaneous delivery. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


Inclosure in No. 358. 

Draft of Circular to the Powers. 

HER Majesty’s Government have carefully considered the note presented to the 
English and Ercnch Agents by the Egyptian Minister for Eorcign Affairs on the 
8th instant, explaining the intentions of the Egyptian Ministers with regard to the 
new Organic Law relating to the powers of the Chamber of Notables, and have 
examined it with an earnest desire to encourage as far as possible the judicious 
development of the institutions of Egypt. They cannot, however, help observing 
that the Organic Law, as at present constituted, could not, without being developed 
he considered as compatible with the international obligations by which Egypt i? 
bound. 

The note observes that the Budget is divided by the Law of Liquidation into 
two distinct parts, the first relating to administrative services, the other to the debt 
charges, and it assumes that the Chamber may control the former, provided it 
respects the latter. 

But it is obvious that it is not sufficient to inscribe certain credits in the Budget 
in order to meet the engagements of the Public Debt if the machinery for iusuring 
the realization of those credits is disturbed. 

The Law of Liquidation was framed with reference to a complete system to which 
its provisions ivcre adapted, and certainly if it had been foreseen that the balance of 
authority was to ho disturbed in the manner now contemplated, the Liquidation Com¬ 
missioners would have insisted on framing more stringent guarantees for the preserva¬ 
tion and collection of the revenues which they assigned as security for the debts. 
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Article 34 of tlie Organic Law is quite inadequate to save the interests of the 
-creditors. What is necessary is not only that the obligations of the Law of Liquida¬ 
tion shall he recognized, hut that provision shall he insured for their due fulfilment. 

The Article might possibly he remodelled and developed in terms such as 
these:— 

“ Article 34. Dans aucun cas la Chambrc n’a le droit dc discuter n’importe quelle 
obligation de 1’El tat resultant dc la Detto ou dc la Loi de Liquidation, ou- encore des 
Conventions conclues entre des Puissances etrangercs ct le Gouvcrnement Egyptien, 
ou de 1’Emprunt Domanial. 

“ Sont notanunent comprises parmi les obligations intcrnationales visees par les 
dispositions qui precedent celles afEerentes au service du Tribut du a la Sublime 
Porte, au service des intercts des actions du Canal de Suez dus au Gouvcrnement 
Anglais, au service de la Dette Publique regie par les Decrcts, Conventions, et actes 
internationaux y relatifs, ainsi que toutes charges resultant de la Loi de Liquidation, 
de Conventions intcrnationales, et dc Conventions concernant’ l’Emprunt Domanial, 
de meme que tout cc qui concerne PAdministration et les Budgets de la Daira Sanicli 
et des Domaines dc 1’Etat. 

“ La partie du Budget Elgyptien afferente aux dites obligations ct charges, et 
comprcnant pour certains cliapitres des depcnscs et des recettcs, continucra a etre 
prdparee et arretec, dans des formes et des conditions identiques a celles qui out 6t6 
adoptees pour les precedents Budgets, suivant les accords ct engagements inter¬ 
nationaux preexistants. Par application de ce principc, scront ainsi fixees notam- 
ment les ddpenses administratives des provinces de Garbieli, Menoufieli, Belicra, et 
Siout, ainsi quo celles des douanes, des chcmins-dc-fer, des telegraplies, ct du port 
d’Alexandrie, dont les revenus sont affectes a la dette publique.” 

Without these complementary provisions, and in its present form, Article 34 
might lead to a state of things at variance with the principles and the provisions of 
the Law of Liquidation, and would detract from the security afforded to the public 
creditors by that law; and it must not be forgotten that foreigners of fourteen different 
nationalities will have the right to appeal to the Mixed Tribunals in case any damage 
may result to them from the infringement of the rights secured to them by the 
Liquidation Law. It is in the interest of Egypt, as well as in the interest of the 
Powers, that this extremity should be avoided. 

The existing financial fabric is undoubtedly exceptional; it originated in the 
interference of foreign Powers to protect the interests of the creditors, but it has 
been and will still be indirectly productive of great advantage to the population of 
Egypt, and, in the interest alike of the native and of the foreigner, it seems most 
undesirable to tamper with it. 

Inasmuch as Egypt is not a separate or independent country, the “ primordial 
right” of the Egyptian people to control their own Budget cannot be invoked in view 
of the burdens and obligations which they have inherited, any more than their 
“ primordial right” to settle all judicial disputes with foreigners in the native Courts; 
and as regards the right given to the Khedive by tlie Eirmans to manage the internal 
Administration of Egypt—a right which cannot bo contested—the late Khedive 
entered into binding international obligations to exercise it only subject to restrictions 
and limitations. 

On the whole, therefore, Her Majesty’s Government arc of opinion that the 
functions of the Chamber should, at present, be confined to certain definite matters, 
including even finance, so far as possible, in respect of which they may undoubtedly 
render useful service, gradually developing their capacity for self-government, without 
risking a breach of the international obligations resulting from the Law of Liquidation 
and other Conventions. 


No. 359. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Thornton. 

(No. 79.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 10, 1882. 

HEll Majesty’s Government approve the explanation which your Excellency 
gave to M. de Giers as reported in your despatch No. G5 of the 18th ultimo, respecting 
the position which the Sultan would occupy in any communications which may bo 
exchanged among the Bowers with regard to the affairs of Egypt. 

1 also inclose, for your information and guidance, in case M. de Giers should 
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No. 360*. 

Earl Granville to the Earl of Dufferin. 


(No. 123. Extender.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, March 11, 1882. 

FROM the accompanying copy of a letter and its inclosures, which I have 
received from the India Office, your Excellency will learn that information has 
reached the Resident at Aden from an apparently reliable source of an endeavour on 
the part of the French to obtain the sanction of the Turkish Government to the 
reoccupation of a tract of land at Shaikh Syed, on the south-western coast of Arabia, 
near the Island of Perim, which was purchased by French subjects from the local 
Sheikh in 1869. Notwithstanding the protestations made by the Turkish Government 
in 1870, they are said to be no longer averse to the proposal, and negotiations are 
supposed to be now going on at Constantinople. 

I have to request your Excellency to make inquiries into this matter and report 
the result to me as soon as possible. 

The subject is referred to in a despatch to Sir H. Elliot, No. 416 of the 29th June, 
1876, and in the correspondence of 1870 and 1871. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


[346] 
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revert to the subject, a copy of a Memorandum respecting the use of the term 
“ Suzerain ” as apjilied to the Sultan’s sovereignty over Egypt. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 360. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received March 11, 6*30 P.M.) 

(No. 23.) 

(Telegraphic.) Paris, March 11, 18S2, 4'1/S P.M. 

FRENCH Agent at Cairo telegraphs that the following combination has been 
communicated to him :— 

Arabi Bey, who already has the real power, takes the Presidency of the Council; 
the other Ministers to be chosen from the civil functionaries or the members of the 
Chamber of the Notables; at the same time a Council of State to be created, in which 
the European clement would be largely represented. 

The Agent asks for instructions, and M. do Frcycinet has telegraphed in reply 
that he is to abstain from all action respecting the proposed combination, to be 
particularly careful to assume no responsibility with regard to it, to maintain reserve, 
but to act in a friendly manner towards any Government in Egypt which upholds the 
international engagements and preserves order. 

M. de Frcycinet hopes that you will approve these instructions, and that, if so, you 
will send instructions in the same sense to Sir E. Malct. 


No. 361. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received March il, 6 - 30 P.M.) 

(No. 24.) 

(Telegraphic.) Paris, March 11, 1882, 4'40 p.m. 

M. DE FREYCINET informs me, very confidentially, that be has sent instructions 
to the French Agent at Cairo to inform M. de Bligniercs that he accepts his resigna¬ 
tion of the post of Controller-General, and begs him to return as quickly as possible 
to France, as ho urgently wants to confer with him on the state of things; that he 
will send M. Bredif, Inspector of Finance and Director of Accounts in the Foreign 
Office, to perform the functions of Controller ad interim; that M. do Bligniercs is to 
arrange that his own Principal Assistant may act as Controller until the arrival of 
M. Bredif; that this measure has no significance whatever as regards the institution 
itself of the Control, which, in the view of the French Government, continues to be 
exactly regulated by the previous Decrees of the Khedive. 

The Agent is further instructed to inform M. de Frcycinet of the date at which 
M. do Bligniercs ceases his functions, and of that at which he embarks for France. 


No. 362. 

Mr. Coohson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 13.) 

(No. 110.) 

My Lord, Cairo, March 4,1882. 

WITH reference to Sir Edward Malet’s despatch No. 100 of the 27th ultimo on 
the insecurity at present existing in the Charkiyeh province, I have the honour to 
forward herewith a translation of a letter from Mr. Felice, British Consular Agent at 
Zagazig, from which it appears that some arrests have recently been made in that 
district. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CHAS. A. COOKSON. 


Inclosure in No. 362. 

Mr. Felice to Vice-Consul Borg. 

(Translation.) 

Dear Mr. Borg, Zagazig, March 1, 1882. 

I BEG to inform you that since a few days the local authorities have called the 
Cliiofs of villages, in ox*der to obtain from them the required securities respecting 
brigandage, which has lately appeared in the province. 
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X have also to add that on .aw * P“ d that he had°anested eighteen 

here. In the number has been arrested tlu : offimte.AW Mea^ ^ ^ ^ 

a certain Hassan Eftendy, a, farmei o murdered man lias been fractured, 

several stains of blood, with which in a small room 

Hassan Bey Eefaat (the Sub-Governor) to d me 1 gunS} an axe> 

resembling a den, m which werefonn ? eg ’ to bc aWe to discover many things 
and two large knives. 1 he Sub ^ ^ m of t lio thieves belong to that 

and soon to restore tra]nqim l J* . , ^turned from exile under a pardon from the 

slaves, and since their n—sron 

h ”°X t £l t lot t yTO I klow what may come to my knowledge. _ 

(Signed) S. EELICE. 


No. 363. 

Mr. Coolcson to Earl Granville.—{Received March 13.) 

(No. 114. Cofidential.) Cairo, March 6,1882. 

My Lord, a . ^ f i P c m tch No. 105 of the 28tli ultimo, I have the 

WITH reference to Six E.Malet s des;paten in«* onfldcntial Report from M. Boinet 

^ C 4“^“repS the measures taken by the Governor o£ Sharkreh 

101 ^Uewriter repots the continuance ol the xyurcdirisc of 

(Signed) ’ CHAS. A. COOKSON. 

Inclosure in No. 363. 

M. Boinet to the Controllers-Gcneral. 

(Confidentielle.) Zagazig, le 27 Fevrier, 1882. 

MeS tr’presideut du Conseil vient do conicrcr an Moudir les pouvoirs les plus 
dtendns pour retablir l’ordre et extirper ^f^^^’hht'Moudirieh do tons 

les( £XS^^ 

tails recents vent 6tre l^et 

d ’ UDC LeTeto LTdtid “^guelqucs exemples auront incontestablcmcnt un eil'et 
SalU< S£X quclquc pen do son prestige; il n'dtait que temps 

dela ^r^ 

WdtfhStaElS. d'l J, 1C 20 commitdont les renscignements 
sont encore confirm*! par mes observations pcrsonnclles de oojo^ 

* (Sign6) A. BOINET. 


No. 364. 


Mr. Cookson to Earl Granville.—{Received March 13.) 

(No. 115. Confidential.) Cairo, March 6, 1882. 

My Laid, the llon our to indose a copy of two exacts ^ 

addressed by Inspector Demirgian to the Controllers-General, lepom g 
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which the conduct of the Black Begiment under the command of Abdul’al Bey has 
created among the population of Damietta. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) CHAS. A. COOKSON. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 364. 

M. Demirgian to the Controllers-General. 

(Extrait.) Damiette, le 25 Fevrier, 1882. 

IL y a beaucoup d’exagdration dans les bruits que l’on fait courir sur les 
pretendus preparatifs de defense qui seraient faits a Damiette. Il n’est nullement 
question ici do fortification d’aucuno sorte, mais la conduite des soldats noirs d’Abdul- 
al Bey laisse beaucoup a ddsirer. Il sont trds turbulcnts et chcrclicnt noise aux habitants 
qu’ils ont maltraites et voids a plusieurs reprises: on les accuse meme de plusieurs 
meurtres, et los habitants n’osent ricn dire, meme lorsqu’ils les trouvent chez eux, en 
train de devaliser leur maison. Ce cas s’est produit il y a une dizaine de jours, et on 
les a laissd sortir sans leur fairc de reproches et sans leur rien reclamer. 

La population en general, mais surtout la population Chrdtienne, Cophte, ou 
Syrienne, est trds montdo contre eux. 

In closure 2 in No. 364. 

M. Demirgian to the Controllers- General. 

(Extrait.) Damiette, le 27 Fevrier, 1882. 

APBfiS plus amples informations, j’ai pu constater quo toute la population com- 
merganto de Damiette est exaspdrd contre les soldats noirs d’Abdul-al Bey. 

Un assassinat commis il y a sept ou huit sur la personne d’un riche commcrgant 
Musulman et sur cello de son fils, a portd 1’exasperation a son comblc; car l’opinion 
publique accuse de ce meurtre les militaires qui, depuis leur arrivdc, n’ont cesse de 
pillcr et do malmonc 1 ’ les habitants. Il n’y a pas jusqu’aux ndgresses, femmes des 
soldats, qui no se pennettent do devaliser les fellahs qui passent a leur portde sans que 
personne ose rdclamer. 

Le Colonel, dit-on, vient d’ordonner quo les troupes soient consigndes ii la nuit 
tombde. Si ccttc mesure est rdellemcnt prise, cela amdliorera la situation, car les noirs 
commettaicnt surtout lours mdfaits a la favour do la nuit. 

Il est partout question de rintervention Europdenne, quo l’on croit gdndralement 
probable, mais la plupart des habitants, bicn qu’oxecrant les soldats noirs qui les 
pillcnt, est opposde a cette intervention et se declare prete a la combattre, le cas 
echdant. 


No. 365. 

Mr. Cookson to Earl Granville.—{Received March 13.) 

(No. 117.) 

My Lord, Cairo, March 6, 1882. 

J I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith to your Lordship a translation of an 
article from the Arabic newspaper “Et Taieef,” together with a precis of the 
same. 

The article dwells on the information gathered by the writer from foreign visitors 
to Egypt, especially from one “distinguished” Englishman as to the real policy of 
England, and the intrigues and low character of some English employes, on the 
ascendency which Erance has gained, and on the impossibility of a European concert, 
and consequently of any intervention. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) C1IAS. A. COOKSON. 
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Inclosure in No. 365. 

Pre'cis of Article from the “ Taieef" of March 1, 1882. 

WE are emboldened by the — 

•visitin 0 ' E°vpt, so that we cave nothin^ fo f or W e know that they are 

not surprised at reading the f^c jirticles Governments to send home 

written by foreign employes C K disturb the administrations, and so to 

reports. They try, by mventog ' rcform tllcy grow angry- If we 

create deficits. As soon as they see us ai o we have reason to he satisfied u ith 
-judge England’s policy by the telcgrarns jo i ’ dcllts 0 ( tlio English papers 

her good intentions, tat tta articles of the c°ne.p ^ ^ t , lework „f English 
would make us think she wishes to annex E^ l • ^ cr i&is. We must doubt the 

functionaries here tends altogether to ‘ believe, after what we learnt from 

sincerity of the English Government, ttiou^l^ ^ kmw o£ many of the intrigues of 

the politicians we have mentioned, ti c , tc( ^ p' rance has gamed a cut® 

English employes here which we h< - , language in the East. Orientals 

ascendency by her efforts in teaching the Bench W ? tj and arc always 
Stw 1 Ercneli arc Rented by British Agents m 

vilifying English policy to the Egyptians, 1 

their Departments. . . . , , -Pno-lklimen now resident amongst us tola u 

One of the most distinguished of EJghs v cro kept in theEgyptum 
this and went on to say that as long as mfermithat some of them were 
service England could never r^e^e^^^ and distinguished man would ever 
men of the lower class, and that n foreign Power. . 

“ 18 ‘° b ° fCalCd ^ ltAUl n ° ° 

balance the journalistic correspondence. Vnow. The European Powers are 

There is another secret which few ?|Jh prefers the interests of Egypt to the 
never satisfied with any Ministry as tlie debt is payable, and all 

interests of Europe in Egypt. As e» Europe to meddle with us. We may 
Swanents loyally kept, there is no European Powers are too 

be°quitesure that Europe will never attack have only to keep on 

Jealous of each other to allow of such a th «• perseverance we shall 

steadfastly in the path itself will never strike at our 

attain our ends without fear of ^teiteicnce i worse for Europe than lor 

civil rights and privileges, for it would mm 0 

Egypt- _ — --- 


No. 366. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Cookson. 

(No. 63.) Foreiqn Office, March 13, 1882, 6 r.M. 

Ksleta- to Lord Lycos’ telegram No. 23, just repeated to you, rve s 

* “ ieqUirCd ’ “ ' Wty 

condensed form. __ _ _— 


No. 367. 

Mr. Coohson to Earl Granville.-Oleceivcd March H.nvM.) 

(No. 62.) Cairo, Maich 14, 1882, 6 r.M. 

Lordship’s telegram No. 62 of yesterday, repeating Lord Lyons 

lUh I hlvef'seen Trench Agent. He did not t 0 * 1 ^thc^riposal to create a 

with Araby Bey, or that he had heard of any ^ bUCC eeding to the Presi- 
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Ministry, on which European element would be largely represented. I have, however, 
heard from Mr. Colvin that the Erencli Agent is in direct relations with Araby Bey, 
and Mr. Colvin has been told, by one likely to know, that M. Sienkiewicz is inclined 
to be jealous of English influence, and that it was partly on that account that ho was 
anxious .to get rid of M. de Blignidres, at whose recall he did not conceal from me his 
satisfaction, expressing himself, at the same time, in favour of confining the Control 
strictly to its financial functions. 

Araby Bey, as President of Council, and the colleagues he would choose, would, 
from their entire ignorance of affairs, be quite incapable of carrying on without some 
such assistance as the projected Council of State. But no respectable Europeans 
would be found to work with them, only some of those who formerly served Ismail 
Pasha, and now arc seeking to recover their posts at any price. 


No. 368. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received March 15.; 

(No. 216. Extender.) 

My Lord, Paris, March 11, 1882. 

M. DECRAIS, the Director of Political Affairs in the Erencli Eorcign Office, 
came to me this afternoon and read to me a telegram which had been received by 
M. de Ereycinet from ML. Sienkiewicz, the Erencli Agent at Cairo. 

It was to the effect that M. do Sienkiewicz had been made acquainted with a 
proposed combination, which was to the effect that Arabi Bey, who already had the 
real power, should take the Presidency of the Council of Ministers; that the other 
Ministers should be chosen from the civil functionaries or from the members of the 
Chamber of Notables ; and that, at the same time, there should be created a Council 
of State, in which the European clement should be largely represented. 

The telegram wound up with a request for instructions, and M. Decrais informed 
me that, in reply, a telegram had been dispatched to M. de Sienkiewicz instructing him 
to abstain from all action respecting the proposed combination, to be particularly 
careful to assume no responsibility with regard to it, and while maintaining an 
attitude of reserve, to act in a friendly (“ bicnvcillante ”) manner towards any Govern¬ 
ment in Egypt which upheld the international engagements of the country and 
preserved order. 

M. Decrais said that M. de Ereycinet hoped that these instructions would be 
approved by your Lordship, and that, if so, instructions in the same sense would be 
sent by you to Her Majesty’s Agent at Cairo. 

I have already had the honour to forward the substance of this despatch to your 
Lordship by telegraph. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 369. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received March 15.) 

(No. 218. Extender.) 

My Lord, Paris, March 11, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 216 of to-day, I have tho honour to inform 
your Lordship that M. Decrais read also to mo this afternoon a telegram which had 
been sent in the course of the day to M. de Sienkiewicz, and which directed him to 
inform M. de Blignidres that M. do Ereycinet accepted his resignation of the post of 
Controller-General, and begged him to return as quickly as possible to France, as he 
urgently needed to confer with him on the state of things. 

The telegram went on to say that M. de Ereycinet would dispatch M. Bredif, 
Inspector of Finance and Director of Accounts (‘* Directeur de la Comptabilitd ”) in 
the French Foreign Office, to perform the functions of Controller ad interim; that 
M. de Blignidres was to arrange that his own Principal Assistant should act as 
Controller until the arrival of M. Brddif, and that tho measure had no significance 
whatever as regarded the institution itself of the Control, which, in the view of the 
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Nreneli Government, continued to be exactly plated by tbe ^ 

KUc lit C®* a “ l als0 

of * — your 

Lordsliip by telegraph. I have, &c 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 370. 

Lori Lyono to Earl GramiUe.-^cemi March 15.) 

(No. 224.) Paris , March 14,1882. 

My i°HAD this morning the honoxir to receive respecting the financial 

the 10th instant, inclosing a draft, as <- » , • | ^ j s proposed that the British 

**"-**- at Bei " in ' ; 

^^S^C^oseia cop. ofa 

I tore forwarded a copy of the draft, as thus altered, ^ &c 

(Signed) LYON S. 


Inclosure in No. 370. 

Note Verbale. 

ON the 3rd instant M. do Nrcycinet did £ 

handTn ^ ^ Governments to them 

^=^JreyU, ff ^ h ;t is MCC ssary to include a 

s pJ!^ 

K of Liquidation, and was £3? to insert the word “ engage- 

They are also of opinion that it nouiu ut 

monts ” in the 8tli paragraph. . , .j 12tll paragraph, which they leeJ 

Thov would also preier to retain tli , . ^ n0 { 0 from the Egyptian 

Govmumen^wldch °accomp!mie*d the^ommunication to the ^British and Trench Agents 
of the Organic Law. M altcroli is inclosed, and, « M.de neymnet c °n- 


conoert with their Trench colleagues for its sh 
the Governments to which they arc accredited. 

March 14, 1882. 


No. 371. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.~(lieceived March 15.) 

(No. 225.) Paris, March 14, 1882. 

MyL l 01 'uAVB this morning had the honour to. receive your LMdships^^spa c^ 

I have, &c. 

E ° jl (Signed) LYONS. 
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Enclosure in No. 371. 

Note Verbale. 

LORD LYONS did not fail to communicate to Her Majesty’s Government the 
Memorandum respecting reforms in Egypt which liis Excellency M. de Ereycmet 
did him the honour to put into his hand on the 3rd of this month. j . . 

Her Majesty’s Government are willing to defer to Ins Excellency s opinion that 
the questions of the more effectual administration of justice among the native 
population of Egypt, and of the preparation and elaboration of laws by some competent 
and Independent ho dy, should for the present he postponed, though they attach much 
importance to completing hy such measures the general scheme of reformed institutions 
Which it is desirable should be introduced into the countiy. 

Her Majesty’s Government would be unwilling that the efforts of the two Govern¬ 
ments for the welfare of Egypt should be confined entirely to questions of finance, 
and they are confident that the Drench Government will not hesitate to join with them 
in pressing the reforms mentioned above upon the consideration of the other Powers, 
when the proper moment has arrived. 

Paris, March 14, 1882. 


No. 372. 

General Menabrea to Earl Granville.—(Received March 15.) 

nr i 35, Queen's Gate, S,W., le 14 Mars, 1882. 

EN date du 2 courant, j’eus l’honneur de communiquer a votre Excellence, 
d’ordre de mon Gouvcrnemcnt, un telegramme rclatif a la declaration faito au Cabinet 
Ttalien par les Cabinets do Londres et do Paris au sujet des affaires Egypticnn . 

Avnnt recu auiourd’liui lc texto de la depeehe de son Excellence le Chevalier 
Mancini double susdit tdldgrammc n’etait qu’un resume, j’ai Plionnour d on trans- 
mettre ci-joint unc copic a votre Excellence, avee prifcre de vouloir bien me restituer 

ma communication du 2 courant. Yeuiffez &c 

(Signe) ’ L.'P. MENABREA 


Inclosure in No. 372. 

M. Mancini to General Menabrea. 

Rome, le 27 Fevrier , 1882. 

M ' 'SX identiques clout « SftgSffiC 

S Hf — 

d^ontrcr U ^r^°cui^d^s^ un^d^ian^5 d’idecs au sujet de la meillcure conduitc h temr 

pour les affaires Egyptiennes. , , n, > d’Affaires do Prance. Je 

J’ai l’omorcid l’Ambassadcuv ‘VAngMerre et lcOliai^o aupr6s duquel 

viens inaintenant vous cliavgci do poitc . ’ , , e avcc satisfaction dc cette 

vous dtes accrdditd quolo Gouvcrnemcnt du ltoi tout rdglemcnt 

ddclaration constatant la competence du conmt Lmopoen Gouvomc “ cnt du 

dventuol dcs affaires Ngyptionnes. i ; dcs dvcntnalitds possibles en 

Eoi, apprdciant une initiative visant a amonei, vis avis acs ^ t / au point de 

Egypte, 1’entente entre les Grandes 1 iuss. » -A ontre P les s i x Cabinets et avec 
vuc des intdrets Europdcns, a rootage dide m 

la Sublime Porto, dans la tonne et au v Excellence M. le Ministre des 

Veuillcz donner lecture de cette ddpeclie a son uxceueuoe 

Affaires Btrangdrcs, et lui en laisser eopio s il le (Leslie. MANCINI. 
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No. 373. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received March 15, 2‘20 p.h.) 

(No. 25.) 

(Telegraphic.) Paris, March 15,1882, 12 - 20 p.m. 

EGYPT. Draft inclosed in your despatch No. 262 of 10th. 

M. de Freycinet wishes to strike out the ten first words of paragraph 12, so that 
it may begin “The primordial right of the Egyptian people.” 

He proposes to add: “ You will read this despatch to the Minister for Eoreign 
Affairs, and leave a copy with him should lie desire it.” 

In all other respects lie accepts the draft, and if your Lordship agrees to the 
above amendments, is ready to send the despatches to the Drench Representatives at 
Berlin, Rome, Vienna, and St. Petersburgh, with specific instructions to make the 
communication simultaneously with their English colleagues. 

He suggests that the despatches should he sent by post, not by telegraph, and he 
asks to he informed on what day your Lordship’s will leave London, in order that his 
may leave Paris at the same time. 


No. 374. 

Mr. Cookson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 15, 3'30 p.m.) 

(No. 63. Secret.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, March 15, 1882, 2 - 30 p.m. 

I LEARN from several trustworthy sources that Arahi Bey and his party have 
for some days past been making overtures to French Agency, and French in Egyptian 
employ, with a view to secure French support in ease of Turkish intervention, and that 
these overtures have been at least listened to. 


No. 375. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 283.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, March 15, 1882. 

HER Majesty’s Government have had under their consideration your Excellency’s 
telegram No. 23 of the lltli instant, reporting the substance of the communication 
made to you by M. de Freycinet respecting the proposed change in the Egyptian 
Ministry; and I have to request that you will state to him that Her Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment concur in the views which he takes of the situation, and will send similar 
instructions to Her Majesty’s Agent at Cairo. 

Your Excellency will also thank M. do Freycinet for the information w r ith which 
he was good enough to furnish you with respect to M. de Bligni^res’ departure from 
Egypt. 

Her Majesty’s Government would wish you, at the same time, to point out to him 
that it is very desirable that the two Governments should act as much as possible in 
concert, and that, with this object, they should previously communicate with each 
other before deciding upon taking any steps of importance in regard to Egyptian 
affairs. I trust it will not be considered by the public, notwithstanding the disclaimer 
of the French Government, as an indication of a change of policy. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 37G. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received March 16.) 

(No. 229. Extender.) . 

My Lord, Paris, March 15, 1882. 

IN your despatch No. 262 of the 10th instant your Lordship did me the honour 
to inclose to me an amended draft of the instruction on the subject of the financial 
functions of the Egyptian Chamber of Notables, to be addressed to the British and 
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French Representatives at Berlin, Rome, Vienna, and St. Petersburgh; and in my 
despatch No. 224 of yesterday I reported that I had communicated the draft in 
question to M. de Freycinet. 

His Excellency told me this morning that he had gone through the draft, and 
that he was ready to accept it except in one particular. He was, he said, willing to 
preserve the 12th paragraph, as Her Majesty’s Government attached importance to if; 
but lie should, at any rate, wish to strike out the first few words. As the paragraph 
stood it commenced as follows:— 

“ Inasmuch as Egypt is not a separate or independent country.” 

These words should, he thought, be omitted. They did indeed state an undoubted 
fact, which neither the French Government nor any one else disputed; but the pro¬ 
minence given to them here appeared to invest them with some special significance 
which might hereafter encourage the Porte in the ambitious designs regarding the 
administrative autonomy of Egypt which it was well known to entertain. The para¬ 
graph would, M. de Freycinet thought, run quite as well if, these words being left out, 
it began:— 

“ The primordial right of the Egyptian people to control their own Budget cannot 
be invoked,” &c. 

After some further conversation, M. do Freycinet suggested that the despatch 
should wind up as the former identic despatch had done, with the usual formal direc¬ 
tion that the Representatives should read it to the Minister for Foreign Affairs, and 
give him a copy of it if lie desired it. 

ne went on to say that he would take no further step until he heard your 
Lordship’s opinion of these two amendments; but that if I should inform him that 
your Lordship agreed to them he would send off the despatches, and accompany them 
with a distinct instruction to the French Representatives to make the communication 
simultaneously with their English colleagues. 

M. do Freycinet begged me, moreover, to suggest to your Lordship that the 
despatches should be sent to the four capitals by post, not by telegraph; and to ask 
you to inform him of the day on which those to the English Representatives would 
leave London, in order that his own to the French Representatives might start from 
Paris at the same time. 

I have already had the honour to forward the substance of this despatch to your 
Lordship by telegraph. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 377. 

E Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received March 16.) 

(No. 230.) 

My Lord, Paris, March 15, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 218 of the 11th instant, I have the honour 
to report that I had this morning some conversation with M. de Freycinet respecting 
the withdrawal of M. de Blignithes from Egypt. 

M. de Freycinet said that M. de Blignieres had himself sent in his resignation 
some time ago, in consequence of the change which recent events had made in the 
position of the Controllers-General. The Government had declined to accept the 
resignation at once, but the time had now come when it Avas, in M. do Freycinet’s 
opinion, desirable to substitute for M. de Blignicres a man less accustomed to exercise 
political influence in Egyptian matters. M. de Freycinet desired in the present 
emergency to keep political affairs entirely in the hands of the Consul-General; and 
his instructions to M. Brddif, whom he Avas sending to Egypt as Controller-General 
ad interim , Avould bo to keep on the best terms Avith his English colleague, and to 
eonfino his oavii action entirely to financial matters. 

I observed to M. do Freycinet that the Controllers-Gcneral had seats in the 
Egyptian Council of Ministers, Avitli the right of giving their opinions; and that there 
might be some difficulty in draAving the lino as to Avhat measures did or did not affect 
the finances. I suggested also, for his Excellency’s consideration, a question as to 
the expediency of Aveakening Avliat Avas still left of the position and influence of the 
Controllers. 

M. de Freycinet ansAvcred that the distinction between financial and non-financial 
measures admitted of course of degrees. The intervention of the French Controller 
[346] 3 H 
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in political matters had, his Excellency went on to say, produced.fray fcequentty 
difficulties in liis relations with the Consul-General, and had in particular led to the 
recall of M. de Bine;. Such difficulties might produce very serious evil m the present 
critical state of things; and M. de Ereyeinct had therefore thought it advisable to 
make an arrangement which would preclude any rivalry or interference with the 

Consul-General on the part of the Controller. , , ■. 

I observed to M. de Freycinct that there appeared to have been also some changes 

in subordinate French Consular posts in Egypt. -witti 

His Excellency said that these changes had no political significance wliatevei with 
regard to Egyptian affairs. As M. Roustan had left Tunis, it had been thought 
desirable to change also the Consul at that place, and for this reason M. Lequeux 

had been transferred from Tunis to Egypt, and M. Cliallet from Egypt to Tunis. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 

No. 378. 

The Earl of Dufferin to Earl Granville.—(Received March 16, 2T5 p.h.) 

/Toleo-ranliic 1 Constantinople, March 16, 1882, 1'54 P.M. 

WITH reference to Mr. Cookson’s No. 63 of the 15th March, I have ascertained 
as an undoubted fact that the Sultan intimated to M. Tissot at his farewell audience 
that it would he easy enough for Turkey and Prance to come to a joint arrangement 
about Egypt to the exclusion of England. ___ 

No. 379. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

Foreign Office, March 16, 1882. 

WITH reference to your telegram No. 25 of yesterday, reporting the changes 
which the French Government propose to introduce in the Circular to be commu¬ 
nicated to the Powers on the subject of the new Organic Law m Egypt, I have to 
request your Excellency to inform M. de Freycmct that Her Majesty s Government 
are ready to agree to the omission of the words, “ Inasmuch as Egypt is not a separate 
or independent country,” hut solely on the ground that this omission is preferred by 
the French Government. Your Excellency will take care to convey to M. de I reyemet 
that we consider the sentence as an indisputable proposition. _ 

In forwarding the despatch to Her Majesty’s Representatives, which I propose to 
do by post to-morrow (Friday) evening, I will add the instruction that it should be 
read to the Minister for Foreign Affairs, and a copy left with him; and I shall also 
direct them, in a separate despatch, to arrange with their French colleagues tor its 
simultaneous communication. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 380. 

E Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—(Received March 17.) 

M° Lord^ Paris ’ March 15 ’ 1882 ' 

7 IN my despatch No. 225 of yesterday I had the honour to inclose to your 

Lordship a copy of a note verbale which I had addressed to M. de Freycmct in the 
terms of your Lordship’s despatch No. 261 of the 10th instant on the subject of 

reformed institutions for Egypt. , ... ,. , 

M. de Freycinet told me this morning that ho entirely agreed with the sentiments 
expressed in the note verbale in question, and that your Lordship might count upon the 
co-operation of the French Government in pressing the reforms mentioned m it u P<m 
the consideration of the other Powers when the proper time for doing so should 


arrive. 


I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 381. 

Earl Granville to Sir A. Paqet * 

(No. 91.) 

Sir, Foreign Office , March 17, 1882. 

I HAVE to request that your Excellency will consult with your Frenoli 
colleague, in order that you may make a simultaneous communication to the Govern¬ 
ment to which you arc accredited of my immediately preceding despatch No. 90 of 
this day’s date. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 382. 

Earl Granville to Her Majesty’s Representatives at Berlin, Vienna, Rome, and 

St. Petersburgh. 

My Lord, 

8ir, _ Foreign Office, March 17, 1882. 

HER Majesty’s Government have carefully considered the note presented to the 
English and French Agents by the Egyptian Minister for Foreign Affairs on the 
8th ultimo, explaining the intentions of the Egyptian Ministers with regard to 
the new Organic Law relating to the powers of the Chamber of Notables, and have 
examined it with an earnest desire to encourage as far as possible the judicious 
development of the institutions of Egypt. They cannot, however, help observing 
that the Organic Law, as at present constituted, could not, without being developed, 
be considered as compatible with the international obligations by which Egypt is 
bound. 

The note observes that the Budget is divided by the Law of Liquidation into two 
distinct parts, the first relating to administrative services, the other to the debt 
charges, and it assumes that the Chamber may control the former, provided it respects 
the latter. 

But it is obvious that it is not sufficient to inscribe certain credits in the Budget 
in order to meet the engagements of the Public Debt if the machinery for insuring the 
realization of those credits is disturbed. 

The Law of Liquidation was framed with reference to a complete system to which 
its provisions were adapted, and certainly if it had been foreseen that the balance 
of authority was to be disturbed in the manner now contemplated, the Liquidation 
Commissioners would have insisted on framing more stringent guarantees for the 
preservation and collection of the revenuos which they assigned as security for the 
debts. 

Article 34 of the Organic Law is quite inadequate to save the interests of the 
creditors. What is necessary is not only that the obligations of the Law of Liquida¬ 
tion shall be recognized, but that provision shall bo insured for their due ful¬ 
filment. 

The Article might possibly be remodelled and developed in terms such as 
these:— 

“Article 34. Dans aucun cas la Chambre n’a lc droit de discuter n’importe 
quelle obligation de l’Etat resultant do la Dettc ou de la Loi de Liquidation, ou 
encore dcs Conventions concluos entre des Puissances dtrang6res ct le Gouvernement 
Egyptien, ou do l’Emprunt Domanial. 

“ Sont notamment comprises parmi les obligations intornationalos visees par les 
dispositions qui precedent cellos afferontes au service du Tribut du a la Sublime 
Porte, au service des interets des actions du Canal do Suez dus au Gouvernement 
Anglais, au service de la Dettc Publiquc regie par les Decrets, Conventions, et 
actcs internationaux y relatifs, ainsi que toutes charges resultant de la Loi do Liquida¬ 
tion, do Conventions internationales, ct do Conventions concernant l’Emprunt Domanial, 
do memo que tout ce qui concerno 1’Administration et les Budgets de la Da'ira Sanieh 
et dcs Domaiues de l’Etat. 

“ La partie du Budget Egypticn aflerente aux dites obligations et charges, et 
comprcnant pour certains cliapitres dcs depenses ct des recottes, continuera it etre 
prdparee et arretee, dans des formes et des conditions identiques a cellos qui ont 
6te adoptees pour les precedents Budgets, suivant les accords et engagements inter- 

* Also to Lord Ampthill (No. 13 2), Sir H. Elliot (No. 71), and Sir E. Thornton (No, 84). 
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Batiormux prteistants. Par application de ce prindpe, scront amsi 

* ** 

d’Alexandrie, dont les rcvenus soul affcctcs a la dcttc pub iq • 34 

the Law of LKiuulation. anc n ° u ^ e 1)( , forgotto n that foreigners of fourteen 
puhho creditors by that lan , and 1 appeal to the Mixed Tribunals in ease 

different nationalities wdl have the W ” H ( £ tho rights secured to them 

-11 as in the interest of the 

P0W Tte“°£SSie fa Zoledly exceptional; it originated in the 

inherited, any more than their pnmordia^light toa»J«™ ^ K l hcdive by 

foreigners in tlic Native Courts; and as| ic a ^ » rigllt ^vlncli cannot 

idling international obligations to 

exercise it “'y^lwfore '‘Sm'Xiest’s Government arc of opinion that the fnne- 

tions of the Chamber should, at ^S rftddeh tie^ maflndonbt Jly 

including even finance, so far as possible n icsp«>t of u witll0ut 

Siting from the Law of Liquidation 

a “d°You wXmMhis despatch to the Minister for Foreign Affairs, and leave a 
copy with him should he desire it. j am> & C- 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 383. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—{Received March 18.) 

(No. 235.) Paris, March 17, 1882. 

My I°HAVE the honour to transmit to your Lordship “ eS 

I sent this morning to M. de Freycinet, to “'“'“‘‘T despatch m the subject of the 

n?w Organto to in' wiU S0C 14 * *"* UP * CXa °‘ 

tlranked mc for t° note !.?t said 

that to' il send off the■ «» 

country as absolutely 

indisputable. I p a y e , &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


Inclosure in No. 383. 

Note Verhale. 

HER Majesty's Government agree to the' “^so^olehy 

the French Government They consider, as does 
M - Representatives the 
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instruction that it shall be read to the Minister for Foreign Affairs, and tliat a copy 
of it shall he left with them. 

Nc will send it off from London by post this evening, and he will direct Iler 
Majesty’s Representatives in a separate despatch to arrange with their French 
colleagues for its simultaneous communication. 

Paris, March 17, 1882. 


No. 384 


E Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.—{Received March IS.) 

(No. 23G.) 

My Lord, _ _ Paris, March 17, 1882. 

I SPOKE to M. do Freycinet this afternoon on the affairs of Egypt in the terms 
of your Lordship’s despatch No. 283 of the 15tli instant. 

I began by thanking him, on your Lordship’s behalf, for the communication he 
had made respecting a proposed change in the Egyptian Ministry, and I stated to him 
that Her Majesty’s Government concurred in the view which he had taken of the 
situation, and would send to Her Majesty’s Agent at Cairo instructions similar to 
those which he had sent to the French Agent. 

I expressed to him, also, your Lordship's thanks for the information he had been 
so good as to give respecting the departure of M. de Blignieres from Egypt; and I 
added that your Lordship trusted that it would not be considered by tho public, 
notwithstanding the disclaimer of the French Government, as an indication of a 
change of policy. 

I went on to say that your Lordship had, moreover, desired me to point out to 
him that it was very desirable that the two Governments should act as much as 
possible in concert, and that, with this object, they should previously communicate 
with each other before deciding upon taking any steps of importance in regard to 
Egyptian affairs. 

M. de Freycinet said that no one could feel this more strongly than he did, or be 
more determined to act in conformity with it; and he asked me Avhethcr tho observa¬ 
tion referred to any particular measure that was in contemplation. 

I answered that, in your Lordship’s despatch, the observation immediately 
followed the remarks I had repeated to him on the subject of M. do Bligni&res’ 
departure from Egypt. 

M. do Freycinet said that if in the view of the French Government the 
acceptance of M. de Blignieres’ resignation had implied the slightest change in tlicir 
policy respecting the Control itself, lie should certainly have communicated Avitli 
Her Majesty’s Government before taking tho step. In fact, hoAvcver, it Avas a mere 
personal affair, a simple “ incident de personnes.” The resignation had been offered 
some time ago, and care had been taken to accompany the acceptance of it by a very 
distinct declaration that the sentiments of the Government respecting the maintenance 
of the Control as an institution remained unchanged. He had reason to believe that 
this had been perfectly Avell understood in Cairo, and, indeed, so far as he saw, it was 
only tho Paris newspaper, tho “ Republique Fran 9 ai.se,” Avhicli had misinterpreted the 
matter. lie said that M. Bredif, ay ho Avas for tho present to discharge the functions 
of Controller, Avas only appointed temporarily, and that, for his oavh part, he thought 
tho change Avould tend to increase harmony betAvcen the French and English 
Controllers. 

M. do Freycinet asked me to convey these explanations to your Lordship. 

I promised to do so, but added that, speaking for myself only, I Avould not 
conceal from him my impression that, in fact, the removal of M. de Blignieres Avould, 
notAvithstaiuling the declaration to the contrary, produce in Egypt the belief that 
France Avas less hearty than she had formerly been in supporting the Control. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 
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No. 385. 

Lord Lyons to Earl Granville.— (Received March 18.) 

(No. 237. Most Confidential.) p an - s , March 17,1882. 

MT ML DE EREYCINET showed me> tMs 

s"S'S^r r d *» tosetupaa 

more so as it had before occurret o A a Government which should be able 

intervention in Egypt would be to es ^ Tewfik Pasha this would be 

tofi114 a ^ <“ Khedl ™ 

members of the family. T „ u wou j d be better that England and 

lie went on, however, to say that p «• P , c h an o> c of Khedive, rather 

France should take the initiative and thonrseta f“‘ e “ 0 S=° at °Cairo. 

than wait till they fount themselves ho conversation as wholly private and 

M. do Freyeinet tend■ ™ tothe ^ £1^ k t 

to your Lordship as one deserving of eonside- 

rati0 X observed to him that in order to change a Khedive in Egypt the authority o£ 

the Sultan must be brought into play. Wppt 0 p pi s Egyptian policy was to 

M. dc Ereycinet replied that °^ C |^ n ^^ C ^o>lit W bc,° and that he would 

ward off a military intervention of ^hatG\ci kn Ld ^ ^ goldier to Egypt . 

rather the Sultan should c | c P°l c t ^ n ^ ^\ that M . Tissot had had a long conver- 
I found after I had left M. deEioj c ^ ^ wliet h C v M. Tissot had suggested 
sation with him just before I aiuvcd. i d t believe ho himself entertains, 

to M. de Ereycinet the idea, which we have wnaon * M> de 

that the best thing to be done ^ouh nahm Pasha or any other 

Ereycinet was, in speaking to me, careful not to anuuc 

particular candidate. j have, &c. 

(Signed) LYONS. 


No. 38G. 

The Earl of Duffer in to Earl Granville.— (Received March 18, 1 lo r.M.) 

(No- 55.) . Comtantinoplc, March 18, 1882,1210 r.M. 

(Telegraphic.) 0 0 , 1f irimilv become anxious to induce Ismail 

IT is rumoured that the Siiltan lms sudde y Pasha will refuse the 

Pasha to return to Constantinople; but that lsman 
invitation. 


No. 387. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Cookson. 

(NO. 05.) Forei officCi March 18,1882, 4-20 r.M. 

(Telegroj.hmO ^ Government that Her Majesty’s 

in M. Ereycinct’s views of the situation lepoi tec m ^ nilu . instructions to you. 

ith instant, repeated to you, ami have “ ^'IVpofuS out desirability of two 
Govcrnmen^acting iu^cmccrt^and^previously —dealing with each other before 
deciding upon any important steps m Egyptian affan . --- 
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No. 388. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Cookson. 

(No. 76.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 18, 1882. 

ON the lltli instant I received a telegram from Her Majesty’s Ambassador at 
Paris stating that he was informed by M. de Ereycinet that the French Agent at 
Cairo had reported that a combination had been communicated to him which was to 
the following effect:— 

Araby Bey, in whose hands the real power already was, would become President 
of the Council, the other Ministers to be chosen from the civil functionaries, or the 
members of the Chamber of the Notables, and a Council of State to be created in 
which the European element would be largely represented. 

M. de Ereycinet had, Her Majesty’s Ambassador informed me, telegraphed to the 
French Agent directing him to abstain from all action with regard to the combination 
proposed, to be very careful to assume no responsibility, to maintain a reserved 
attitude, but to act in a friendly manner towards any Government in Egypt which 
upheld international engagements and preserved order. 

M. de Ereycinet suggested that if Her Majesty’s Government concurred in his 
views you should be furnished with similar instructions. 

Having duly considered the matter, ner Majesty’s Government approve the 
instructions above described, and they desire that you should frame your conduct 
accordingly. 

I have requested Her Majesty’s Ambassador at Paris, when ho intimates this 
decision to the French Government, to point out to M. de Ereycinet that it is very 
desirable that the two Governments should act as much as possible in concert, and 
that, with this object, they should previously communicate with each other before 
deciding upon taking any step of importance in regard to Egyptian affairs. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 389. 

Mr. Cookson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 20.) 

(No. 123.) 

My Lord, Cairo, March 13, 1S82. 

WITH reference to Sir Edward Mulct’s despatch No. 90 of the 25th ultimo, I 
have the honour to report that the Chamber of Delegates has proposed, and the 
Council of Ministers has accepted, the appointment of a Commission to inquire into 
the “ Cadastre.” The Commission is composed as follows:— 

General Larmcc Pasha, President, Director of the Military Schools. 

Members— 

Salama Pasha, Inspector-General of Public Works in the Provinces. 

Ismail Pasha Moliamed, Engineer to the Ministry of Public Works. 

Mahmoud Bey Eclcki, late member to the “ Cadastre ” Committee, Director o£ 
the Observatory. 

General Ploetz Pasha, Inspector-General of Infantry. 

Allan Bey, Chief Clerk of the Ministry of Finance. 

Ahmed Bey Nasser, and Ahmed Bey El Soubki, Engineers to the Ministry of 
Public Works. 

I have not been able to ascertain whether it is intended that this Commission 
shall be instituted as usual by a Klicdivial Decree. 

It is anticipated that the next step which the Chamber will take is to nominate a 
similar Commission to inquire into the Custom-house Administration. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CHAS. A. COOKSON. 
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No. 390. 

Mr. Cookson to Earl Granville.— {Received March 20.) 

(No. 126.) Cairo , March 13, 1882. 

My "l°HAVE tlic honour to 

article from tlio AralDic puim ‘ t J ^ done to tlic country by the joint 

Sir W. Gregory and Mr. B unt, points ™ ao ^ ^ wouM be 

Anglo-Erencli Administration, wl i P direction- and by thus increasing the 

sufficient, in the Departments un ^ P L ., interests and those of Egypt. It 

burden laid upon the countryj damage, c v ^ a u o-ood policy, and calls for 

concludes by affirming that this sys ^ ^ 0 £ interference, seeing that the 

occupy the attention of their statesmen. , &c> 

(Signed) ^ ’ CXI AS. A. COOKSON. 


Inclosure in No. 390. 

Extract from “ El Taif ” of March 9, 1882. 

(Traduction.) v . . .. putves 1’unc de Mr. Blunt et 

^ LE journal “ El Taif,” apr&s avoir icproimt 

l’autrc de Sir William Gregory, concernant gyp > J vbr itablcs intentions, per- 
‘•Si les Anglais avaicnt ooonu ™mmo Mi. int c„tions centre 

sonne nc nous aurait blame, ct n a . , . - J dans j a cra inte de perdre les gros 

nous. Mais nous avons parmi nous ties Ai o, 9 > ricn f a j rc , remplissent leurs 
traitements qu’ils gagnent sans les moiitc, , 1 William Gregory, sachant 

journaux d’une foule d’articles mexactcs a not c c^auL * un0 J 0 scs corres- 

combien cc quo nous venous de dire cst vrai, s oxpuuie amsi 

pondances:— , , i„ B rHwv««» Administrations nc font pas regulibre- 

1 « * Les etrangers employes dans les dm* scs‘ compatibles h do gros 

ment leur service. Ils out fait ^Pj 0 ^ 1 , ^,^ '> uu sou i employe, deux employes, 
traitements. On voit dans un postc qui - o 9 rivalitd qui rbgnc entro les 

dont 1’un Anglais ct l’autre Eran 9 ais, oh un poste, le 
Eeprdsentants des Puiss,ances Aussitot qi un scs a dministres, afin 

Reprdsentant do l’Angloterre chciclic «. If balance Par cc qui precede on ne 
quePinfluencc de l’Angletcrre ct do 1a liana> Wiens et les voir 

pent pas dire quo les (Strangers desirent le bien-ctio ^1 

progresser.’ . m1 „ i„. iVvntiens sont dans leur droit en 

“On peut bien jugcr daprts cela q . s i) , ^ renvoi des gens qui ne 
demandant la ^organisation des services administrate, et le icnvoi . 

sont pas ndccssaircs. • , , , TVancel qui, tout en clicrchant a 

“ L’Europe (et notamment 1 Anglcter v o et * garautii; aU x 

rentrer dans leurs fonds en organisan doivent aider les Dgyptiens a diminuer 

erdanciers le recouvremont de leurs afin quo les habitants 

les traitements et a liccncier c ‘^ 9 m puissances et qu’ils lour conscrvent leurs droits, 
de ce pays aient confiancc en ccs Employes, a accordcr a un commis le 

Mais si on cherclie h multipliei , v , v >11IV droits des E o> vi)tiens a pousscr les 

traitemont d’un Ministro E l ll °Py e ">^citen les etran-'ors a commcttrc des d&ordrcs par 

sjr £ ssw i-« a 

moment favorable pour maltraiter les ,yp lens^ a insi h notrc dgard aprts 

“Nous ne voulons pas que les dcu ““f lcurs stt ; ots , ct qu’ils sont en 
avoir vu quo les Bgjrptiens vivem ami a'cspdvcr d’ohtcnir lour concours. la 

train de senior leur amour dans '“' “'" ‘ (J t que fhostilitc regno dans lour 

ot lo^-otcs ot d^ucs oontradiot^ 

Cette politique aura pour result at do ^ nos W res les Egypticns pour les 

cneoumgSlans lems attn qu’ils u’accordent aucune attention atm bruits 
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alarmants que Ton fait courir et que, tout en remplissant convcnablement leurs devoirs, 
ils ne permettent a personne de dire quelque chose eontre eux. 

t£ Ils doivent profiler do cettc occasion, et savoir quo personne n’agira eontre nous. 
Les Puissances s’occupent d’organiser leurs affaires interieures qui sont en plus 
mauvais ctat que les notres. Nos affaires consistent dans l’organisation de nos Admini¬ 
strations ct de nos finances, tandis que les leurs consistent a reprimer les revoltes, les 
r6volutions, et a defendre leurs frontibres. 

“ Quo nos actes soient semblables a uno glaive proto a trancher toute excitation a 
la revolte, ainsi quo la langue de tout individu qui nous medit. Si nos agissements 
sont publiquement approuvds personne nc pourra esperer, ct alors nos ennemis viendront 
notre aide.” 


No. 391. 

Mr. Coolcson to Earl Granville.—{Received March 20.) 

(No. 127. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Cairo, March 13, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inform your Lordship that two of the Colonels who were 
associated with Araby Bey, the present Minister of War, in the events of the 1st 
Ecbruary and the 9th September, 1881, together with a third Colonel, Toulboh Bey 
Ismet, have been raised to the rank of General of Brigade, and eight other officers 
have been raised to the rank of Lieutenant-Colonel. 

The circumstances of these promotions, as related to me to-day by the Khedive, 
arc well calculated to throw light on the political situation. 

By the Decree of the 22nd September (Articles 15 and 3S), inclosed in Sir Edward 
Malct’s despatch No. 293 of the 17th October, carrying out the recommendations of 
the Military Commission, the promotion of officers to the rank of Lieutenant-Colonel 
can only take place by competitive examination. A few days ago Araby Bey, the 
Minister of War, presented to the Khedive a list of some thirty officers to be promoted, 
and the Khedive observed thereupon that the law required the previous examination 
of those under the grade of full Colonel. Three days afterwards Araby Bey returned 
with the names of the officers who have now been promoted, and told the Khedive that 
theso were of such well-known capacity that examination was unnecessary, and that 
they refused to bo examined, and were supported in their refusal by the rest of the 
army. The Viceroy said that if the rule of law was not to be enforced in this case, it 
would be necessary for a fresh Decree to be issued repealing it. But Araby Bey 
insisted on the promotions being signed at once, and, after going through the formality 
of consulting the President of the Council and the other Ministers, the Khedive 
consented on Thursday last to sign the Decree for the promotions, with the omission of 
the usual words, “in conformity with the law.” IHs Highness told me very frankly 
that if lie had opposed Araby Bey he would have been in danger of another military 
demonstration. 

This is only another proof of what has been made evident over and over again, 
that the military domination established on the 9th September is practically as 
absolute as on the afternoon of that day; and that all the pretended aspirations for 
legality and constitutional liberty have ended in substituting the indisputable will of 
the army for all lawful authority. 

The Khedive spoke to-day in the most open manner of the universal disorgani¬ 
zation in the provinces, where the Governors (Mudirs) have lost all authority, because 
tlioy have no control over the soldiery. This His Highness admitted to bo especially 
true at Damictta, the state of things at which place was made known to your Lordship 
in my despatch No. 115 of tlio Gth instant, inclosing the Reports of Mr. Dcmirjian, 
Inspector-General under the Control. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CHAS. A. COOKSON. 
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No. 392. 

Mr. Cookson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 20.) 

(No. 128.) Cairo, March 13, 1882. 

7 I HAVE the honour to forward herewith a copy of the proposed Electoral Law, 
which has been approved by the Council of Ministers, and presented to the Chamber 

of Tipi pontes hv whom it was really drawn up. , ,, , 

It S no doubt, pass the Chamber and be decreed as law and then the number 

of Deputies will he at once increased to that fixed by the Article o, viz., Ho. 

The svstem of double election, by which each electoral district is represented m 
the election of its Delegate in the Chamber, by one elector for every 100 inhabitants 
KffidA country to produce the off cot of throwing t whole oketond 
power into the hands of the nominees of the authority which is foi the moment 

supreme. At present this is the army. Pave &c 

(Signed) 1 ’ C CHAS. A. COOKSON. 


Inclosure in No. 392. 

Projet de Loi Electorate. 

CnAPlTRE I .—Des Electeurs , ou da Droit d Electorabilite. 

ARTICLE l cr . Est electeur tout Egyptien, sujet local, ne cn Egypte ou y ulisant 
domicile depuis dix ans, ayant 21 ans accomplis _ ct P a yjnt 
imp 6 ts foncicrs ou directs quelconques unc somme minima de 1 . 1 . o 00 , sous 

toUt t?S&Tlc S ^“V no payant 

I*Article precedent, les Egyptiens compns dans 1 unc des catholics enumutes 

ci-aP^ S Les xJ16mas, munis du hrevet de professeurs ou rcconnus comme tels. 

2. Les pretres ou autres ministres de la religion Chreticnno. 

3. Les Rabbins Israblites. , _ , i pC5 Proles 

4 . Le corps enseignant, soit dans les ecoles de 1 Ltat, soit dans les ecoles 

nationales, et ceux qui sont dipl 6 m 6 s. . , -u 

5. Les fonctionnaircs civils on activite de service ou letiaites. 

6 . Les officiers militaircs en activity, en dispombilite, ou en retraite. 

7. Les avocats agrees par les Tribunaux. 

8. Les medecins, pliarmaciens, et ingenieurs ou architectes. i, 

AH. 3. Ne sont pas electeurs les Egyptiens places sous la piotection cl une 

PU1S Art^fpeifient les droits d’electcur, ceux qui sont compris dans les categories 

suivantes.— , du lcurs d roits civils ou politumes, o'est-h-dire ceux qm con- 

vaincus do crimes, out M. par jugement ddhuitif, c°ndamn&* ^^ncTuh 
Pune des peines suivantes: les travaux inEamants, travaux foices, exil, ba 0 n , 

11110 Ceux^’qui^ont*dt 6 °’convamcus de Pun des ddlits suivants: vol^trahlsou to- 
faitm-e, dilapidation des doniers publics, attentats a la pudem ou aux cultes o , 
ceux qui out 6 t 6 rdvoques du service de l'litat, h la suite dun jugoment ou dune 

Sen Tc^r^CZSven“on aux dispositions de 1 . M ™ 
ont (DA condJmnes ii trois mois de prison ou a uno amende remplapmt 

P 6 na 3 .“ceuxquiont 6 W ddelarfe en faillito et qui n'ont pas obtenu lour rehabili- 

tatl °4 Ceux qui ont tenu dos maisons do jeu ou de tolerance, ou qui ont servi dans 
ces maisons. 


Ciiapitre II.— drconscriptions Electorates. 

Art. 5. La population Egypticnno sera repifisentee par 125 Dbldgubs, 61us con- 
formbment a la repartition suivante : 
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Le Caire, 12 Deleguds. 

Alexandrie, 4 Delegubs. 

Damiette, 1 Delegue. 

Suez, 1 Delegue. 

(Port Said sera compris dans la circonscription de Damiette, Ismailia dans celle 
de la Moudiricli de Charkicli, ct El-Ariclio dans celle de Suez.) 

Moudirieh de Galioubieli 4, dont 1 pour son chef-lieu ct 3 pour scs districts. 

Moudiricli de Charldeh 7, dont 1 pour son clief-lieu et 6 pom* ses districts. 

Moudirieh de Dakalilich 7, dont 2 pour son chef-lieu ct 5 pour scs districts. 

Moudiricli de Menoufieh 7, dont 2 pour sou chef-lieu et 5 pour ses districts. 

Moudirieh de Garbicli 12, dont 2 pour Tanta, son chef-lieu, 1 pour Maliallet-el- 
Koubra, ct 9 pour scs districts. 

Moudirieh do Behera 5, pour ses differents districts, y compris son chef-lieu. 

Moudirieh do Guizeh 4, dont 1 pour son chef-lieu ct 3 pour ses districts. 

Moudirieh de Beni-Souef 4, dont 1 pour son chef-lieu ct 3 pour ses districts. 

Moudirieh de Eayoum 3, dont 1 pour son clief-lieu et 2 pour ses districts. 

Moudirieh do Minieli 6, dont 2 pour son chef-lieu et 4 pour ses districts. 

Moudiricli d’Assiout 10, dont 2 pour son clief-lieu et 8 pour ses districts. 

Moudirieh de Guirguch 6, dont 1 pour son chef-lieu ct 5 pour scs districts. 

Moudirieh de Keneh 5, dont 1 pour son clief-lieu et 4 pour ses districts. 

Moudirieh d’Esnch, y compris Haifa 5, dont 1 pour son chef-lieu et 4 pour ses 
districts. 

Les grandes tribus do Bedouins, y compris les petites, 7. 

Les Gouvornorats de Massaoua ct de Saouakin 1. 

Les Gouvornorats de Zeila et Berbera 1. 

Les autres Moudirieh du Soudan, y compris Harar, 1 pour cliaquo Moudirieh. 

II est permis aux electeurs d’un district de clioisir lour Delegue parmi les 
habitants d’un autre district, pourvu quo les deux districts fassent partie de la meme 
Moudirieh. 

Le Depute d’uuc Moudirieh ou d’un Gouvcrnorat no pourra pas etre dlu dans une 
autre Moudiricli ou dans un autre Gouvcrnorat. 

Pour les tribus do Bedouins on procedera comme pour les districts. 

Art. 6. Les circonscriptions elcctorales scront etablies conformement a 1’Article 7, 
et il sera dtabli dans chaquc circonscription une listc contcnant les noms des Electeurs 
de cetto circonscription. 

Art. 7. Dans les Moudirielis, cliaque ville comptant 500 Ames, ou plus, formera 
une circonscription electorate. Les petites villes ct les villages scront reunis de 
manidre a cc quo l’enscmble de leur population ne depasso pas 1,000 times par 
circonscription. 

Chaquc quartier des villes du Caire et d’Alexandrie formera une circonscription 
particulibre. 

Art. 8. Pour vcillcr a ce quo les dlectcurs seuls puissent voter, une Commission 
sera nommde dans chaque circonscription et sera chargee do dresser les listes 
61ectorales. 

Dans les Moudirielis, cettc Commission se composera des Cheiks qui forment le 
Meglis (Conseil) du pays. 

Si, dans uno Moudirieh, il ne se trouve pas do Meglis ou si la circonscription est 
composdc de plusicurs petites villes ou villages reunis, cette Commission sera formde 
des cinq Clicks les plus considdrahles. 

Le Serraf de l’endroit oil se formera cettc Commission remplira l’emploi de 
Secretaire. Au Cairo et a Alexandrie cetto Commission sera composite de l’agent du 
quartier ou d’un autre Deldgue du Gouverncmcnt, do deux des Notables, et de deux 
commcrgants. 

La nomination des mombres do ces Commissions se fera par les soins du Ministbre 
de rintericur au Caire, et par ceux des Gouvornorats dans les autres villes. Dans ces 
deux cas le President de la Commission nommera le Secretaire. 

Art. 9. Chaquc Commission fora unc listc des noms de ceux qui, dans sa circon- 
seription, auraient les qualitfis requises pour 6tre 61us. 

Cette listc devra comprendre:— 

1. Ceux qui sont nes dans la circonscription ou la Commission se formera. 

2. Ceux qui se seraient fait inscrire depuis un an revolu sur le registre des 
Contributions Directes. 

3. Ceux qui auraient contracts un mariago dans la partie de la circonscription et 
auraient prouve qu’ils y sont btablis depuis un an au moins. 
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dans sa circonscription. , ... , mwormcvintion dc la Commission. 

De^me^po^ont 6 tre Inscritcs sur la liste 

1- eonditioBS exigdes pour y 

etre inscrites. X1 . Q „„ 0 w imntant a se presenter dans nn 

Art. 10. Un avis sera adressE aux totems les« in L ire SU r la liste 

delai de dix jours, au stege de la Commission, poui - 

dlectorale. _ , , . , „ . 1oo sur les portes des edifices 

Cet avis sera affichc, dans les villes et les n sora ensnite 

religieux et publics, ainsi quo dans les cndroits les plus iicquentcs. 

insere dans les journaux Arabes du pays. Electorate en deux copies dans 

Art. 11. Chaque Commission devra dressci sa liste ™ ^ 6c4dc ^ t< xj ne 

les dix jours qui suivront 1 ’expiration du de ai^nien^ c i rconsC ription, l’autre 
de ses listes sera affichEe dans lendroitl l / son President constatera 

sera conserve dans ses archives; un procds-verbal srgno par son 

Vaffichago et la conservation do 1 une ot de an r P • jj inserd dans les 

Ail 12. An moment dc l’affielrage te hstes dlectaalcs.^ ^ indi t que 
journaux et placardE. dans les heux designe i om ne fio-uro pas sur la liste 

dans les dix jours qui suivront toute ^ Commission et que tout Electeur pourra 
dleetorale pourra se faire rnsenre par la • ... /cr iUdvalemeut inscrit 

dgalement demander la radiation du nom d rm “f Xsarrs raison 

ou l’inscription dc tout autre dont lo nom . . nvoeds-vcrhal constatant l’afficliage 

Art. 18. Uno copic de la liste ^ceiovalc et du proets veiual ^ ^ m 

et lc ddpdt aux archives, commc rl 1 ins Gouvornorats, et au Ministro de 

Moudir dans les Moudmelis, au Gouvei ‘ j c droit, si elle constate quo les 

l’Xntdrieur au Cairo. Chacune dc “ . les oSto fata, dans ul ddlai 

formalitds requiscs n ont pas ett luup , ‘ reception de cos documents, et 

qui ne depassera pas cinq 30 ms, a puitn es i 0 i a i 0 i. 

d’ordonner lo renouvellement des \ n | 0 COU naissance ou de se faire donner 

sari. —„ 

® s i? tel p° ur y inscrirc - par 0K,re 

de date, les reclamations qui lui soroxit adrcssecs• clmqvl0 rdc i am ation. 

Le Secretaire dc la Commission delnc c - V • P dolai dc quinzo 

Art. 17. La Commission statacm au to ^ sa 

jours sur les reclamations qui lm seront 

decision dans un delai de trois 30111 s aux. 1 . ^ l’inscription d’un electeur, ou 

pXcntefscs Sr^ : 

sur sa radiation d’office par la Commission. definitives ; toutefois, il pourra en 

Etre auquel ressort la circonscription do la 

Commissmn. ^ fitoctorale^Tcab^au 

transmettra au Moudir dc la province ou au Comcrncui 

Ministro do 1 ’Interiour. , lii i micmiinnf son nom dans une liste Electorate, 

Art. 21. Quieonque introduira frauduleusement son nom^^ ^ ^ ou on 

ou eliercliera a s’y i’aire mscrue^ en ay* - j es m Emes manoeuvres pour faire 

prEsentant de faux certificate; d u ^o| i qv^ c J ■ u dcma iidE et obtenu l’inscrip- 
lnscvii’C, ou radier le nom d un 4 ol f^ u listes, sera passible, ainsi que 

tion do son nom simultanement dans - 1 ou d > un emprisonnement do 

ses complices, d’une amende dc 1 . 1 . a r. x. 

quinze jours a deux 11101 s. . Tune des manoeuvres mentiomiEes 

’ Art. 22. Quieonque «-»«««,mn mplo d do votor , s „a pwsiblo d'uuo 

“0 tvTZ' On d 4 emprisonnement de un a trois mors. 


Sera Egalement passible de la memo peine quieonque se fera Elire dans plusienrs 
circonscriptions aprEs avoir rEussi, par des manoeuvres frauduleuses, a faire inscrire 
son nom sur differentes listes electorates a la fois. 

Art. 23. Si celui qui cst charge de recueillir les bulletins de vote, de les compter, 
ou de les ouvrir, sc rend coupablc de soustraction, d’addition, et de modification; ou 
s’il lit un autre nom quo celui portE sur lc bulletin, il sera frappE d’une amende de 
P. T. 3,000 a P. T. G,000, et puni d’un emprisonnement de trois a six mois. 

La memo pEnalito sapplique a celui qui, charge par un Electeur d’ecrire son 
bulletin, y porte un autre nom que celui qui lm a Etc dEsignd. 

Art. 21 . Celui qui sc laisse corrompre, ou promet de sc laisser corrompre, ainsi que 
celui qui acceptc ou promet d’acccpter un cadoauji l’clfct de voter ou d’abstenir de 
voter, cst frappE d’une amende de P. T. 500 a P. T. 1,000, ou puni de trois a quatre mois 
de prison. 

La meme pEnaliiE est applicable a celui qui, dans le meme but, accepte la 
promesse d’un cmploi public ou particulier. 

Art. 25. Celui qui, pour engager un Electeur a s’abstcnir do voter, ou ])our le faire 
votor d’apres son avis, cmploic ia violence, ou menace do faire du tort, soit a l’Electeur, 
soit a quelqu’un des siens, est frappE d’une amende dc P. T. 3,000 a P. T. 8,000, ou 
d’un emprisonnement dc six mois a un an. 

Art. 2G. Si l’un des membres du ComitE ou des prEposes a la garde de l’nrne elec¬ 
torate, touche ou manipule les bulletins dc vote avant l’ouverturc reguliere de l’lirne, il 
est puni d’un emprisonnement d’un a deux ans. 

Art. 27. Lc rEcidiviste d’un crime ou delit dont il est question pins liaut, est puni 
dc la peine ou amende de la plus forte Edictecs dans les Articles precedents. 

Art. 28. Si e’est un fonctionnairc qui so rend coupablc dc l’un des crimes ou dEiits 
prEcitEs, la peine sera doublee. 

Art. 20. Les jugemonts reprimant les crimes et debts prevus par la prEscnte Loi, 
seront prononcEs par les Tribunaux locaux. 

Art. 30. Lo jugement prouoneE rolativement an crime ou delit prEcite, n’implique 
en aucun cas l’annulation de 1 ’election, dont la validity aura Ete eonstateo par qui de 
droit, conformEment aux dispositions dc la presente Loi. 

CUAPITRE III. — Election au Premier Dcgre'. 

Art. 31. Dans cliaquo circonscription Electorate il sora olu pour chaque ccntaine 
d’Elcctcurs un representant qni sera cliargE dc voter pour l’elcction des DElEguEs. L’elu 
devra etre Age dc 25 ans au moins. 

Art. 32. Les fractions de centaincs ne seront valables pour ces Elections que si 
ellcs depassent lc nombre dc cinquantc. 

Art. 33. Les electeurs no votcront quo dans la circonscription oil lours noms sont 
inserits. Lour vote 11 ’cst pas valablc dans toute autre circonscription. 

Art. 34. L’Electour, aprEs avoir votE, n’a plus le droit de modifier son vote. 

Art. 35. Le Ministro de l’lntEricur et les Moudirs et Gouverneurs determinoront 
le nombre des DElEguEs ii elire par FElcction au premier degre dans chaque circon- 
scription et fixoront la date du vote. Ils en aviseront, en outre, les Presidents des 
Commissions en province par 1’intermEdiairc des agents des districts, et au Caire par 
rintermediaire du Prefet de Police. Ces derniers auront ii faire connaitre aux Elec- 
tours la date du vote cinq jours d’avancc au moins. 

Art. 36. Les Commissions chargees dc dresser les listes des Elections se rEuniront 
le jour designe par lo Moudir, lc Gouverncur, ou par lc Ministro do l’Intericur, comme 
il en a EtE fait mention a 1’Article prEcedont, et procEdcront aux Elections au premier 
degrE. 

Art. 37. L’Election au premier dcgrE aura lieu le jour dEsigne; le nombre des 
personnes prEsentes devra depasser la inoitic de la totalite des personnes inscrites. On 
Elira, parmi les Eligibles AgEs de 25 ans au moins, et d’aprEs le nombre voulu, ceux qui 
devront voter pour la nomination des DElEguEs. 

La majorite proportionnellc suffit dans ces Elections. 

Art. 38. Les Gouverneurs dans les ports do mcr, lo Prefet de Pobce au Caire, les 
autoritEs des districts en province sont tenus de legaliser l’election preliminaire qui a 
lieu dans lour circonscription; s’il y manquo uno des conditions requiscs, ils devront 
renouveler Felection, tout en signalant les irregulavites qui auront EtE constatEes. Si 
Pelection cst valable, ils devront ineriro sur le tableau gEnEral do la circonscription, 
et par uumeros d’ordre, les noms do ceux qui ont Ete designEs par cette election 
prEliminaire. 

Art. 39. Les tableaux generaux de l’Eleetion preliminaire sont conservEs au Caire, 
[340] 3 L 
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conserves. _ T „ p-sfct dc Police au Cairo, lcs Gouvcmeurs dans te ports de mer, et 
les Mouitedans lcs provinces, leheu 

gg^gf?^ 1, 3SKS^ ait flection des Deldgucs; ce bulletin tient 
lieu de convocation. 

Ohapitre IV .—De VElection Definitive. 

Art. 41. Dans cheque Moudirich ct chequeGouvcmorat, ainsi ^ to<!tare 

* V p.tl 3 - “ 

1 ’eiectLon ^ pMtio lles coll6ges floctornnx que ecus qui y sent inscrits, et ils 

nedoivents’occnpor quedcce quiOTn^mel’Mion- &cnce du Mondir, du 

hoc par 1 fitat. „ ,. f!nrmt,6 dc sept clectcurs, dont trois seront 

m--*— 

L3SiES^^ 

«at» 

un de. scs memhres. 

l^Sr/dn W^,"dS?t rcmplacc par Tun dcs flcctcurs 
P ". 50. Les decisions du Comite relatives au vote doivent etre motivdes, ot dies 
S0Dt ^SdSe^r^fS^ois, lecture solonnellccst denude dc sa decision 
par lc President. . „ * 1o 1Tin invito des voix. Si les voix 

s „nt^“dr Prefldent^es^preponddrante; lc proecVverhal doit fate 

mention do co partage. tmitos les voix ct propositions ; 

les pidees veiativc^'a^proc^-vm^al^loivent^dtrc^nnexdes apres avoir dtd^caehctees 

^ a“’4 votes des clectcurs sent recueillis dans l’espace de sept heures et lo 

jour memo dc 1’election. , r m, llvV nf w mcmiers. Lecture sera ensuito 

J Art. 54. Les memhres du Comito ™tciontJ™Jxot^h l’appcl de son nom; 
denude du rfilo Sectoral, ct clraqiie dlcetem pic g t ^ ; cmier appel do son nom 
mention du vote sera taitc a totc f ^ nc y0 \ e pas n on plus ii ce second 

1 ’electeur ne vote pas, un second app L , 1 \ * - u -^ j a f in d u temps tix6 pour le 

apnol, il conservcra copendant le droit de i otei jusqu a ia un i 

vote ; ce temps dcoule, i^ieetcur porera^on^mi au v . p Crs0 nnes reunissant lcs 

quol^"^^ 

tion dlectorale. 
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Art. 55. Tout elccteur est tenu de produire devant le Comitd son bulletin de 
convocation present par TArticle de la presente Loi. Si l’dlecteur a perdu ce 
bulletin il suffira qu’il soit connu des membres du Comitd. 

Art. 56. Tout clectcur remet son vote dcrit sur un bulletin plie, qui est ddposd 
dans l’urne par le Secretaire du Comite, en presence ct au vu de tous les membres. 

Le sceau du Comitd est apposd sur l’urne elcctorale, et le President en garde 
la clef. 

Art. 57. Tout vote conditionnel est nul. 

Art. 58. Quand tous les assistants auront vote, le President du Comito annoncera 
que 1 ’election est terminee. 

ApiAs avoir verific lc nombre des votants, l’urne sera ouvertc pour qu’il soit 
proeddd au ddpouillcment des votes. 

Art. 59. L’clection n’est valable qu’autant qu’clle rdunit la majoritd absolue des 
dlectcurs presents. 

S’il y a egalite de voix outre deux candidats, lc President du Comite les fait tirer 
au sort. 

Art. 60. Le President du Comitd annonce aux assistants les noms de ceux qui 
ont etc elus. 

Art. 61. Avant dc dissoudre lo Comitd, les electeurs qui en sont membres apposent 
leurs cachets sur le proc 6 s-verhal de l’elcction, qui, accompagne dcs pieces y relatives, 
est envoye au Minist&rc dc l’lntdrieur dans les lmit jours qui suivent la seance de 
l’dlection. 

ITne copie du proofs-verbal ct des pieces en question, legalisee par les memhres du 
Comite, sera conserveo dans la Moudirich, lc Gouvernorat, ou la Prefecture dc Police 
au Caire, selon la localite oil 1’elcction a cu lieu. 

Art. 62. Lorsquc lo proc 6 s-verbal de 1’election aura etc communique au Ministere 
de Plntcrieur, celui-ci adresscra ii chaquo Lelegue un avis personnel lui annongant 
son election, et l’invitant a sc prdsenter ii la Chamhre avee cct avis. 

Le delai entre la reception du prociss-vcrbal ct l’exp 6 dition dc l’avis nc doit pas 
ddpasser sept jours. 

Art. 63. Lors do la reunion dcs Deleguds, lc Ministre de l’lntdriour est tenu 
d’adresser au President de la Chamhre toutes les pieces relatives a l’elcction. La 
Chamhre a seulo qualite dc validcr ou d’invalidcr l’dlection dcs memhres. 

Lorsquc la Chamhre aura termine son travail de verification dc l’elcction dc scs 
memhres, un Lecrct adresse ii chaquo Lelegue eonstatera qu’il a 6 te elu pour vepi’ 6 - 
sentcr lc pays durant cinq ans. 

Ciiapitre V .—De VEligihilite'. 

Art. 64. Est eligible tout individu age d’au moins 25 ans, domicilie dans une 
localit 6 quclconquo de l’Egyptc, pourvu qn’il rcunisso les qualites requises pour 
Pdlection, qu’il soit indigene, sujet local, ne en Egyptc ou y domicilie, ou ayant acquis 
les droits d’ Kgypticn, ct sachant suflisamment lire ct ecrirc. 

Art. 65. Celui qui aura 6 te elu dans plusicurs circonscriptious devra opter pour 
l’unc d’cllcs, ct on donner aids ii la Chamhre dans lcs liuit jours qui suivent la verifica¬ 
tion do 1 ’election. 

S’il tardc ii s’cxdcuter, la Chamhre tire au sort pour lui entre ccs divcrscs circon- 
scriptions. 

Art. 66 . Dans lc cas do vacancc d’un si 6 ge ii la Chamhre, un Decrct sera rendu 
pour qu’il soit precede sans retard ii l’elcction d’un autre Leldgue, d’aprfcs lcs disposi¬ 
tions do la prdsentc Loi. 

Art. 67. La Chamhre dcs Delegues aura sculc lo droit de rcccvoir la demission 
d’un de ccs memhres. 

Si la demission est prdsentdo pendant les vaeances de la Chamhre, le Ministere de 
l’lnterieur pourra la rcccvoir. 

Art. 68 . La presentd Loi n’aura d’effet qu’en co qui concerne lcs D616gu6s ii elire 
aprhs sa promulgation. 

Art. 69. Toutc Loi contraire ii la presente est et domeure abrogee. 

Art. 70. Notre Alinistrc de lTntericur est charge de l’cxdcution do la presente Loi. 
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No. 393. 

Mr. Coolcson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 20.) 

Mv LorfP Cair0 ’ March 13 ’ 1882 * 

* j HAVE tlic honour to inclose two copies of tlie annual Report of the Controllcrs- 

General for tlic year 1881, presented to the Khedive in accordance with Article 5 of 

the Decree of the 15th November, 1879. _ , , „ 

This Report for the first time distinguishes the Budget of the revenues specially 
affected to the Public Relit from that of the other revenues not so affected. The 
observations at pp. 23-27 on the extraordinary military expenses of the past year, and 
their effect on the financial prospects of the next, deserve particular attention at this 

moment. T , „ 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CHAS. A. COOKSON. 


No. 394. 

Lord Ampthill to Earl Granville.—\Received March 20, o'50 p.h.) 

(Telegraphic.) Berlin, March 20, 1882, 3'44 p.m. 

YOTJR Lordship’s No. Ill of the 17th instant. 

The Prencli Ambassador and myself have this day made the simultaneous commu¬ 
nication of the above-named despatch to the Minister for Poreign Affairs, which his 
Excellency will submit to Prince Bismarck forthwith. 


No. 395. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

My Lovcl^ Foreign Office, March 20,1882. 

THE Prencli Charg'd d’Affaires called upon mo this afternoon, and infoimed me 
that M. Tissot would arrive in London on the 21st instant. ........ 

He then said that he had received despatches from M. dc Prcycmet, but had no 
instructions to make any communication to me. One of the despatches, he added, 

referred to Egyptian affairs. „ , . , . -i -n 

I said that the last conversation which your Excellency had had with M. tic Prey- 
cinet on this subject had taken what was called in diplomatic language an academical, 

rather than a practical, turn. „ ._, 

M. d’Aunay said that this seemed to have been the case; that M. de rroyemet 

had rather expressed his views generally than sought to make any proposal. . 

I observed that I doubted whether, even in view of future eventualities, the idea 
of a fresh change in the person of the Egyptian Ruler was an expedient which could 
be resorted to with advantage. It seemed to mo that to restore Ismail Paslia to power 
was out of the question, and a mere substitution of another of his sons tor the picsent 
Khedive was not a measure of much practical efficacy. Por the moment, I thought 
our course was clear. Both Her Majesty’s Government and that of Prance were 
anxious to avoid the necessity of a foreign occupation of any kind m Lgypt It 
was probable that our last communication to the other Powers would be tavouia y 
received, and it would be of great advantage for the object we had in view that any 
proposals we might make to the Egyptian Government, m pursuance ot the pnnciplcs 
lakl down in that communication, sliould be entered upon by the two Governments 
with perfect harmony of action and intention, with the support ot the other Poweis, 

and not opprani by und(n . stoo<1 Irom w hat I said that Her Majesty’s Govern- 

ment were opposed to a military occupation of Egypt. as 11S so 

I said that I had already said distinctly, and more than once, that such was the 
case. We were certainly opposed to it, although it might become a necessity. 

i. cUH? o£c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 
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No, 396. 

Sir H. Elliot to Earl Granville.—(Received March 21.) 

(No. r 22.) 

(Telegraphic.) Vienna, March 20 , 1882, 6 p.m. 

THE Prencli Ambassador and myself have communicated to Minister for Poreign 
Affairs the identic despatches on the affairs of Egypt. 

His Excellency will send your Lordship his answer through Count Karolyi, and he 
only observed to me that he considered the maintenance of the Control very "essential, 
as the Egyptians were themselves quite unqualified to conduct the finances properly. 


No. 397. 

Mr. Coolcson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 21, P20 P.M.) 

(No. 65. Confidential.) 

(Telegraphic.) \ Cairo, March 21, 1882, 11'30 a.m. 

I HEAR on apparently good authority that a telegram had been received from 
M. de Preycinot by Prencli Agent here, speaking of return of Ismail Pasha as only 
means of restoring lawful authority. 

At the same time, I have received a copy of a Memorandum by Count Max 
Levi son, Ismail Pasha’s agent here, setting out in full the advantages of this solution, 
and declaring that no opposition to Ismail Pasha’s return will be made by the 
Egyptian army or people, excepting Arabi Pasha himself. 


No. 398. 

Sir A. Paget to Earl Granville—(Received March 21, 10 p.m.) 

(No. 16.) 

(Telegraphic.) Rome, March 21, 18S2, 7 p.m. 

THE Prencli Charg'd d’Affaires and I went this afternoon to the Minister for 
Poreign Affairs, and communicated the despatch from our Governments of the 
I7tli instant respecting the Egyptian Organic Law, and at request of his Excellency 
we left him a copy. 

On receiving it, he said lie would lose no time in communicating thereupon with 
the other Governments, and that it would be examined by the Italian Government in 
the most favourable spirit. 


No. 399. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 313 a. Very Confidential.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office , March 22, 1882. 

M. TISSOT, the newly-appointed Prencli Ambassador, called upon me this 
afternoon at the Poreign Office, having come over to England on a private visit of one 
or two days only. 

I expressed to him my satisfaction at his return to England, and said I retained a 
very, pleasant recollection of our official relations ten years ago. 

The conversation then turned upon Egypt. I told M. Tissot, in much the same 
terms that I had used to M. Challemcl-Lacour and M. d’Aunay, that I believed our 
two Governments were quite agreed in desiring, if possible, to avoid the necessity for 
active intervention or military occupation, though wo admitted that the necessity 
militarise; that our last communication to tlic other Powers seemed likely to have 
a favourable reception; that if our conclusions, as set forth in that despatch, were 
adopted, it would bo a great advantage that the proposals to the Egyptian Govern¬ 
ment, founded upon them, should be made by Prance and England in perfect accord, 
with the support of the other Powers and backed also—or at least not opposed—by 
Turkey. I thought that if this combination could be secured, it was doubtful whether 
Araby Bey would have the moral courage to hold out against it. 

I said that I had no doubt there were many influences at work, both at Constan- 
[346] 3 M 
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tinople and Cairo, to endeavour to separate the two Governments and so prevent their 
united action. 

M. Tissot said that he could not deny this being the case at Constantinople. 

I then spolcc of the recall of M. de Blignhres from the post of Controller-General. 
I said that I had not heard that this measure was in contemplation before it had 
actually been adopted; that Araby Bey and the National party had also endeavoured 
indirectly to influence Her Majesty’s Government in favour of a recall of Sir A. Colvin 
and even of Sir E. Malct. Such a step, however, at the present moment, irrespective 
of any other considerations, would have an appearance of weakness which would be 
unfortunate for the success of whatever representations we might find it necessary to 
make to the Egyptian Government. I remarked that we received accounts of what 
was passing in Egypt from various quarters, and that there was every shade of opinion, 
favourable and unfavourable, as to the present situation and the prospects for the 
future. It was possible that the Controllers-Gcneral had taken rather a higher view 
of what their position required than the circumstances actually warranted. 

M. Tissot said that the reason for M. dc B1 ignores’ recall was, he believed, a 
personal one simply; that M. de Blignieres was too much inclined to place, or endea¬ 
vour to place, the Brunch Agent and Consul-General in subordination to himself. 

I then said that an idea had occurred to me which I should he glad if he would 
mention to M. de Ereycinct, but simply as a personal suggestion of my own. It was 
that the Erench and English Governments should each send to Egypt some person of 
financial knowledge and experience, who might act as adviser to the Agent and 
Consul-General in drawing up the details of any proposals for settling the future basis 
of administration. 

M. Tissot said he would speak to M. de Brcycinet on the subject; that he did not 
personally see an objection to the idea; and that, indeed, the Erench Government would 
already have such a person in Egypt, as the Contrdlcur de Comptabilite of the Foreign 
Office had been sent to succeed M. de Blignieres. 

I remarked that this appointment would not fulfil the conditions of my sugges¬ 
tion, because the gentleman in question, having become Controller-General, would 
himself be for the time an Egyptian official, and one of the parties between whom the 
arrangement had to he made. My idea was to have two technical advisers to assist 
the Erench and English Kcprcsentatives in settling the details of the arrangement. 

In the course of the conversation I made some reference to what M. de Ereycinet 
had said to your Excellency on the subject of a possible change of the Egyptian Ruler. 
I told M. Tissot that I heard he was personally somewhat in favour of Halim Pasha as 
a successor to the present Khedive. It did not appear to me that such projects 
promised to be any effectual remedy for the evils that were apprehended. If there 
were a prospect of obtaining in this way some person of great capacity and high moral 
qualities for the office, it would be a different matter; but the mere substitution of one 
member of the family for another did not seem likely to be of much practical 
benefit. 

M. Tissot said that there were many circumstances to recommend Halim Pasha. 
He was the rightful heir according to Maliommedan law; he believed him to be a man 
of ability, without prejudices; and that his accession would be welcomed by all parties 
in Egypt, including the Chamber of Notables. 

I asked if he included Araby Bey in the number. 

M. Tissot said that Araby Bey would, he believed, have been favourable to Halim 
Pasha some time ago, but ho could not now speak with any certainty on the subject. 
He quite agreed, however, that the idea was not one for immediate discussion, and 
could, indeed, only be entertained as the possible concomitant of, or substitute for, an 
occupation of the country, if such became necessary. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 400. 

Sir A. Paget to Earl Granville.—(Received March 25.) 

(No. 88.) 

My Lord, Rome, March 22, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s despatch 
No. 90 of the 17th instant, stating the views of Her Majesty’s Government relative to 
the intentions of the Egyptian Ministers with regard to the now Organic Law relating 


tke “ "T™ “ «“ presented to 

8 th ultimo, and to Som you?AsW n ^[t" in Ml ” Ste1 ' tm ***** "airs on the 
contained in your Lordship’s despatch No 01 n r -J5 P u ? suancc the instructions 
Reach Chargd d'Affaires! rvfflf a“ w io the tJH ‘ “*“** °™? I “ 

Italian Government of your Lordshin’s fh-d S , 1 ! u taneo us communication to the 
from the Trench GovmZcnt ot tL t topatch, with a similar one 

Bcvcrscaux yesterday afternoon to tho Minister^fo?Toi!ebZl/ ?tl1 ? Iar< t l,is de 
this communication. ■ 1 oi cign Affairs, m order to make 

obviate the necessity of 0Ur visit > and, in order to 
Reverscaux to read tho Erench text. ° ^ gHsli, I requested tho Marquis de 

tion meaning and inten- 

despatch. I immediately handed him one of mine m 1 ° )‘ avc a C0 P7 the 

= ised to send him / copy of his 

jrhic^^S Z& Go ! 11050 l, ?tZ “ 

l'csprit le plus hicnyeilbni”) ' “ ^ “° st (“dans 


(Signed) 


I have, &c. 


A. PAGET. 


No. 401. 

(No. 67.) • 8lT K M<llCt t0 EUVl Granville -~(R<Miml March 25, 4-20 p.m.) 

(TelcgraphmO ^ Cain, March 25 1882, 4-30 p.m. 

Alexandria. ^ ' Coohson goes back this evening to 


No. 402. 

(No 71 ) 8tr K Maht t0 Earl Granville -~( Received March 26, 5-30 p.m.) 

65 ^ S" 2e ’ im ’ 4-80 -•“* 

Trcycinct about. telegram to him from M. dc 

andthatTmncc could not possibly ** 


No. 403. 


Lord Amptlull to Earl Granville.—{Received March 27.) 

(No. 104. Extender.) 

My Lord, 

WITH reference to your Lordshin’s dosmtel, No ill > 882 - 

my despatch No. 99 of the 20th instant T At; c *i i °P ^mstant, and to 
Afraii-s 'that he has been dimetej WfcMnco ObZZSLX 
agrees to the simultaneous proposal of tho Government of Eno-land anc?Er a 1 J 1 T 
respecting the Amendment of Article 34 of tho New' Oreanie T v i +• ^ e 

powers of tho Egyptian Chamber of Notables and that the Germ™ r " 1 " 8 ? ‘ f 
ho ready to support Her Majesty's Gover,uncut and tl Gove^entTfXll 1 

ZZ'X Towers!°° U “ mW ’ C ° f 1“« “ CZn^Zpou 

I have, &c. 
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No. 404. 


Mr. Plunkett to Earl Granville.— (Received March 27, 6 p.m.) 


Paris, March 27,1882, 1*30 P.M. 


(No. 26. Confidential.) 

lTel TOTOLordship’s tdegram No 82 of to Jay. France had 

In private conversation was another Prince which 

never thought of suggesting let sneaking to Lord Lyons of a possible 

M i ' nres^KhXcfwliose weakness and incapacity are to a great extent 

of ^Jrcsent difficulties’ in Egypt. I conld not get him to say more than 

this. __ 

No. 405. 

Mr. Coolcson to Earl Granville .—( Received March 28.) 

(No. 130. Confidential. Extender.) Cairo, March 14, 1882. 

My WTTTT reference to vour Lordship’s telegram No. 03 of yesterday’s date, instruct- 

SX -r *■>— — *• 

“■‘■KSOSiSS ;'£££!*£££* 11..~ ™ » «■»-. <”• 

what I ™S.d°from Sir Auckland Colvin and other trustworthy sources that 
during the last few days StSdA has 

whv M. Sienkiewicz was anxious to get rid ot M. tic i 3 ii 0 nit.iob S i OIl vi ow i C a6 in. 
his influence too favourable to English predominance m Egypt. M. res’ 

mrnimimkm 

mmsmmm 

question arising as to a vote ioi pa; m_, * 1 | Court of Appeal, Arahy 

an-ears of salary given against the Govern, cut 1^^ the i“ , v ™ jus { n)ld if, 

Bey wished the Council to reopen i . 1< -therefore formed hy him, with the military 
accordance with law. lo a Mil ), .. . I c D p sl f c h a l, 0 dy as the proposed 

men whom lie would associate with 11 in, ttoo ass,'^“hhclv i'ooessnvy.'to prevent their 
Council of State would he very useful, oi ei,cn at»solu“V g ‘ ela i, ility or 

intept^wouMmito present ‘ eircumstanees tejound pclmdivo 

feeling of animosity against the more honest 
Europeans who have succeeded to their posts. 

(Signed) CHAS. A. COOKSON. 


No. 406. 

Mr. Cookson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 28,) 

(No. 131. Secret. Extender.) 

My Lord, Cairo, March 15, 1882. 

. THE statements in my despatch No. 130 of yesterday’s date as to the communi¬ 
cations which have during the few last days been going on between Araby Bey and 
the Erench Agency have been confirmed by several persons likely to be well informed. 
It appears that the report of an intended intervention by means of Turkish troops 
has alarmed the military party and the present Government, and that overtures have 
been made to more than one Frenchman in high position in the Egyptian service with 
a view to secure their influence with the Erench Government in opposition to such a 
step. I am not able to say how these overtures have been received, but I am assured 
that those who made them count confidently on Erench support in case of any Turkish 
intervention. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CHAS. A. COOKSON. 


No. 407. 


Mr. Cookson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 28.1 
(No. 132.) ' 

My Lord, ^ Cairo, March 16, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit an extract from the “ Moniteur Egyptien ” of 
the 15th instant, containing the official notification of a Decree of the Khedive, 
dated the 15th instant, conferring on Ahmed Araby Bey, Minister of War, and 
Mahmoud Bey Eelimy, Minister of Public Works, the rank of Pasha. 

With this Decree appears one of the 9th instant, promoting to the rank of 
General of Brigade five Colonels, to that of Colonel six Lieutenant-Colonels, and to 
that of Lieutenant-Colonel sixteen “ Chefs de Bataillon.” 

The numbers now given will serve to correct a mistake in my despatch No. 127 
of the 13th instant, but my observations on the promotions to the rank of Lieutenant- 
Colonel are not affected by that mistake. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CHAS. A. COOKSON. 


No. 408. 


Mr. Coolcson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 28.1 

(No. 133.) 

My Lord, Cairo, March 17, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith an extract from the “Moniteur 
Egyptien ” of the IGth instant, containing a Decree appointing M. Bredifas Erench 
Controller-General ad interim, in the place of M. dc Bligniores, resigned. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CIIAS. A. COOKSON. 


Inclosure in No. 408. 

Extract from the “ Moniteur Egyptien ” of March 16, 1882. 


•Decoct 

NOTJS, Khedive d’Egypte, 

Yu les Dccrets dcs 18 Novembre, 1870, ct 15 Novembrc, 1879; 

Decrdtons: 

Article l cr . M. Brddif, Inspectcur des Einances ot Dirceteur dc la Comptabilite an 
Minislere des Affaires Etrangeres, est nomme, avee l’autorisation du Gouvernement 
Erantjais, aux l'onctions dc Controleur-General, par interim, en remplacemcnt de 
M. de Bligniores, ddmissionnairc. 

[346] 8 N 
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Art. 2. Nos Ministres sont charges, chacun en ce qui le concerne, de 1 execution 
du present Ddcret. (sigu6 ) MAHOMET TEWEIK. 

Palais iVIsmailia, le 16 Mars , 1882. 


Par le Khedive: 

Le President du Couseil ties Ministres, 
Ministre dc l’Interieur, 

(Signd) Mahmotjd Sami. 


No. 409. 

Mr. Cookson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 28 .) 

M°'t 13 V Cairo, March 17, 1882. 

y I°HAYE the honour to transmit herewith to your Lordship the official Reports 
of three sittings of the Chamber of Delegates, together with a precis oi ^ s ^; 

The most important questions discussed were the working of the Land kuivey 
Administration and the restitution of the Moukahalah tax. The immunities o e 
Bedouins, and various questions concerning irrigation, were also touched upon. 

I have, &c. 

tSiffned) CHAS. A. COOKSON. 


Inclosure in No. 409. 

Precis of the Proces-Verbal of the Meeting of the Chamber of Notables of February 28,1882. 
THE meeting was opened at 7 o’clock ii la Turque, under the presidency of 

-d, and the Minister of finance amidst 

applause, ^presented himself in order to furnish the explanations required on the 

suhiect of the Cadastre Administration. 

Minister of Finance .—I have to furnish explanations on four points. 

1 Do the alleged disorders exist in this Administration or not; is its woikin 0 
slow or ottienrise ? I have been so short a time in oillec that I am not m a position 
to answer this question, hut would suggest an inquiry by those of you who ar 
accustomed to such work, after which I could give an ansu or. - 

2, What have been the expenses o£ this Uopartmeid up to the present^. IT]t 
+hp 31st .Tanuarv, 1882, its expenses amounted to £ L. 130,accoium 3 iu u 
Table (presenting a tabular statement of receipts and expenses, showing icccq 

£ ^itar^nrsflady surveyed? I submit a tabular state- 
ment to the Chamber showing that 240 505 feddans 

nud 61 759 feddans are in course of being surveyed, making a total or * 02 , 20 * 
feddans. ffis Excellency entered into some further particulars and passed on to 

fourth qucstion.^^ ^ accrued to the Government or the people from the Cadastre ? 

The Commission which will be named shall answer this question. 

Ahmed el Gafar .—His Excellency’s answers need explanation. 

MMster ot Lance— I have only been able to procure these Tables three days 
ago,»Tcau give no explanation till the Commission has furmshed me noth more 

facts. Gaffar .—Wo know that his Excellency has been a short time in office, 

but we have every confidence in his intelligence, and the brief time e o us oes 

aU ° W M^^““FLnc^Inmy opinion an Expert Commission is necessary in order 

to 

rating t“e n reply ofids Excdffiney on the fourth question, since it is the same which 
he gave on the first. 


Minister of Finance .—It is absolutely necessary that skilled engineers should make 
a report. 

Ahmed Effendi Mahmoud .—If the Commission is to make a regular survey itself, 
it is out of the question, seeing the short time we have before us. If it is to examine 
documents, &c., the work is one which the Minister ought to finish himself in four or 
five days, and then give us his answer. 

Minister of Finance .—It is impossible to do what you require in such a short 
time. 

Ahmed Effendi Abd el Gaffnr .—I have already said that we place entire confidence 
in his Excellency, and he only can answer us. If lie insists on a Commission, we 
agree on two conditions: first, the Commission is not to give us the answer, but 
merely to give information to his Excellency; secondly, it shall be named at once. 

Mohamecl Bey el Chawarbi .—The Government should nominate its own engineers, 
so as not to increase the already excessive expenses of the Cadastre Administration. 
We have already asked this from the Government, but have received no answer. 

Minister of Finance .—We will do all we can to appoint the Commission as soon as 
possible, and to give detailed answers to your questions. 

The debate on the Cadastre then closed. 

A Memorandum was then read, proposing that the Ibrahimieh Canal should be 
prolonged, so as to irrigate the district of Zaura and the Province of Ghizch. 

Flelal Bey .—This proposal is like many others, and I move that it bo accepted like 
the others. (Applause.) 

Two Memorandums were then read, the first proposing that it should be permis¬ 
sible to build on the land used for threshing; the second proposing a Reglcment 
defining the duties and authority of the village Sheikhs. It was agreed to refer both 
these questions to the Council of Ministers. A motion was then presented for 
prolonging the Menoufieli Canal, but it ivas put aside as being identical with one 
previously put. 

A Memorandum was then read complaining that the keeping in order of certain 
canals fell to villagers who did not derive fair profit from it. It was agreed to refer 
the question to the Ministry of Public Works. 

A Memorandum was read showing that many natives mixed with the Bedouins, 
and, by putting themselves under their protection, escaped forced labour and military 
service. It was agreed to inform the Ministry of the Interior that he might 
give orders to the various Governors to determine the number of villagers and of 
Bedouins. 

A Memorandum was read showing that certain European proprietors had set up 
pumps for irrigating their lands, and that the country round Balir Youssef suffered in 
consequence. It was agreed to refer the question to the Ministry of Public Works. 
The President then read the names of a Commission who were elected to examine the 
“ tacksitcs ” (instalments) of taxes. 

The sc'ance w T as closed at 9 o’clock a la Turque. 

Seance of March 1, 1882. 

The President .—I have just received two draft Decrees from the Council of 
Ministers, one concerning the title-deeds of lands taken by Highway Commissioners, 
and the other concerning the rights of the Bedouins to exemption from military 
service and the corvee. The first draft was then read, providing for emission of fresh 
title-deeds, in the name of the Government, for lands used in road-making, making in 
their case an exception to the usual “Organisation Judiciaire.” It was agreed to 
submit the question to a Committee. 

The second draft was then read, confirming the old privileges of the Bedouins, 
and providing for a census to be taken of each tribe. This question was also referred 
to the Committee charged with preparing tlio scliemo tor the Chamber’s internal 
organization. 

Se'ance of March 2, 1882. 

A Memorandum was read from the Minister of Einance concerning the restitu¬ 
tion of the Moukahalah tax, according to the Law of Liquidation. This Memoran¬ 
dum, after sketching out briefly the steps necessary for the carrying out ot the Law of 
Liquidation, states that a Commission lias been appointed to examine thoroughly the 
sums already paid, to deduct interest, and generally to regulate tho work so as to be 
able to distribute the 150,000/. fixed by tho Law of Liquidation at tho date assigned 
therein. Orders have been given to all tho local Governors and bankers to assist, but 
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the labour is a long aud arduous one. Much land, too, has changed hands since the 
work was begun in 1880, hut every effort has been, and is being, made to carry out as 
speedily as possible the Liquidation Law. 

Mohamed el Chmoarbi expressed his astonishment that after a year and a-half the 
restitution was not completed, and proposed that the Minister of Finance should he 
desired to give orders to settle the question entirely before the end of the year and of 
the Chamber’s sitting. 

Ahmed Effendi Abd el Gaffar proposed that copies of the Memorandum should be 
distributed, and discussion adjourned for the present. 

The President notified certain elections for official work, and the seance closed. 


No. 410. 

Mr. Coohson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 28.) 

.(No. 135.) 

My Lord, Cairo, March 18, 1882. 

J I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith an extract from the “ Moniteur 
Egyptien ” of the 16tli instant, containing a Decree confirming the ancient privileges 
of the Bedouins in Egypt to exemption from military service and forced labour. 

The debates of tiie Chamber of Notables on this subject are reported in the 
inclosures to my despatch No. 134 of the 17th instant. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CHAS. A. COOKSON. 


Inclosure in No. 410. 

Extract from the “ Moniteur Egyptien” of March 18, 1882. 


Decret. 

NOUS, Khedive d’figypte, 

Consultant les privileges accordes ah antiquo aux Bedouins pour les engager a 
s’etablir d’une maniere stable et dans lc but d’augmenter leur bien-etre; 

Consultant qu’ils sont charges do la garde dcs fronti&res, dcs cOtcs, des montagnes, 
et des lieux non habitus; 

Considerant les services qu’ils sont prets a rendre au Gouvernement et au pays cn 
cas dc danger; 

Vu votre Decret, en date du 3 Decembre, 1881; 

Sur la proposition de notre Ministre dc l’lntericur, l’avis conformc dc notre 
Conscil des Ministres ct la decision de la Chambrc des Ddldguds; 


Ddcrdtous: . 

Article 1". Les privileges accordes aux Bedouins sont mamtenus. Les Bedouins 
sont exemptes du tirage au sort pour lc service militaire ct dcs travaux dc prestation. 

Art. 2. Les Bedouins habitants dcs formes (“ ezbehs ”), hameaux (“ cafres”), ou 
villages, scront assimiles aux fermiers cn cc qui conccrnc lc rachat dc la prestation, 
conformement au Bcglcmcnt qui sera promulgue a cet effot. / 

Art. 3. Les operations dc numerotage ct dc rccensement scront appliquees a 
toutes les tribus dc Bedouins fixees sur lo territoirc dc 1’Egypte ; soit qu’cllcs liabitent 


des terres eultivees ou le desert. . v 

Art. 4. Les Chefs des tribus Bedouins sont charges dcs operations montionnecs a 

1’Article precedent. , _ „ , 

Art. 5. Nos Ministres dc l’lnterieur, dc la Guerre, et des lravaux Publics, sont 
charges, cliacun cn cc qui lc conccrnc, dc lVxecution du present Decret. 

Eait au Palais d’Abdin, lc 12 Mars, 1882. (22 Uabi-Akhcr, 1299.)^ 


(Si until 


mEiiEmet tewfik. 


Par le Khedive: 

Lc President du Conscil dcs Ministres, 
Ministre de l’lntdrieur, 

(Signd) Mahmoud Samy. 

Lc Ministre de la Guerre et dc la Marine, 
(Signe) Ahmed Akabi. 

Lo Ministre des Travaux Publics, 

(Signe) Moustapha Feiimy. 




I 



233 

No. 411. 

Mr. Coohson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 28.) 

(No. 139. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Cairo, March 20, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose a Memorandum from Sir Auckland Colvin on the 
recent promotions in the army, which formed the subject of my despatch No. 127 of 
the 13th instant, and on the retirement of M. de Bligni&rcs. 

The gloomy view which is here taken of the political situation is, I regret to say, 
shared by nearly all with whom I have spoken since I came to Cairo. Only yesterday 
Moustapha Pasha Fclimy, the Minister for Foreign Affairs, confessed to me that he 
thought the situation was much altered for the worse. He said, however, that he did 
not think the employment of force to restore the authority of the Khedive was 
possible, either from within or from without, that the military leaders were desperate 
men, and armed resistance to them would bring ruin on the country. lie believed, 
however, that they were now aware of the danger to which they were exposed from 
Europe in case of disorder, and that they would do their best to prevent the spirit of 
insubordination from spreading through the lower ranks. Still ho admitted that, as 
the officers now promoted had been paid for their services, many others would 
certainly be dissatisfied and put in their claims. Indeed, he seemed to think that 
there was safety in the dissensions to which their pretensions would inevitably give 
rise. Moustapha Pasha Felnny is usually very reticent, and therefore this language 
is the more ominous as coming from one who up to the present time lias acted with 
the “ National ” party. It seems to show that he knows that liis tenure of office 
cannot now be long. The Ministry of Mahmoud Pasha Samy is expected by every 
one to be very shortly replaced by a Cabinet composed of Araby Pasha and his 
personal adherents. 

The new Cabinet will undoubtedly attempt to execute the promises which have 
been from the first held out to secure the support of their followers. These were two : 
the reward of the army for its services to its Chiefs, and the replacement in the 
various Administrations of foreigners by Egyptians. The former part of this 
programme is being executed by the promotions which have been made and are about 
to be made, as reported in my despatch No. 132 of the 16th instant; the latter may 
possibly bo delayed, but there are not wanting indications that it will not be for long. 
The Commission on the Land Survey is, as I learn to-day, to bo succeeded by one on 
the Customs, which has been decided upon by the Ministry. No doubt the object is to 
get rid of the English Director-General, and replace him by an Egyptian. As the 
Customs revenue, which since Mr. Caillard’s appointment has much increased, forms 
one of the chief securities for the Public Debt, this change may seriously affect 
international obligations. 

Meantime there can, I fear, be no doubt about the disorganized and uneasy state 
of the provinces. This has, indeed, already caused many of the Notables and others 
who have a stake in the country to draw back from their hastily-formed alliance with 
the military party and seek for other means of escaping from its domination. Adherents 
of Ismail Pasha are beginning to show themselves. Not only those who desire it 
because they hope that it will bring back to their own profit the old corrupt and 
arbitrary administration, but many others who want some one to act as “ Saviour of 
Society ” would now hail his return with delight; and his agents do not hesitate to 
assert that he would carry all before him without a blow being struck. Only Araby 
Pasha is expected by them to offer any serious opposition. Ismail Pasha counts on 
the support of France, as ho thinks that his restoration would enable her definitively 
to rid herself of the bugbear of Turkish intervention. 

Nor is the party of Halim Pasha idle. It relies chiefly on the support of the 
Sultan and of the old Turkish party, but hardly seems to have any adherents among 
the military leaders or civil functionaries. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CHAS. A. COOKSON. 










Inclosure in No. 411. 

Memorandum by Sir A. Colvin. 

TWO important incidents have occurred which call for remark from me. The 
first is the Decree of the 9th March, published in the “ Moniteur ” of the 15th, 
promoting twenty-seven officers. The second is the resignation of M. de Blignidres. 

By the above Decree, five Colonels have have been promoted to the rank of 
General of Brigade; six Lieutenant-Colonels have been made Colonels. 

By Article 11 of the Military Law on promotions, dated the 22nd September, 1881, 
no officer can be promoted to a rank above that of Colonel unless he has served as 
Colonel at least three years. By Article 10 of the same Law no officer can be made 
a Colonel who has not been two years a Lieutenant-Colonel. 

These conditions have not, I know, been satisfied in the case of certain of the 
above promotions. But in the remaining cases—the fifteen promotions to Lieutenant- 
Colonel—the law has been unquestionably violated. Eifteen officers have been 
promoted, without examination, from the grades of “ Chef do Bataillon ” and " Chef 
d’Escadron ” to that of Lieutenant-Colonel. Article 15 of the above Law says, 
“ Promotions to the grade of Lieutenant-Colonel cannot be obtained without 
examination.” The Law of the 22nd September, 1881, was, it will be remembered, 
the second point insisted on by Araby and his colleagues on the 9tli September last. 

I believe that Her Majesty’s Government has been informed that the Viceroy has 
pointed out to the War Minister that the Luav, put into force at his own instance, did 
not allow of the proposed promotions, but was constrained, nevertheless, to approve 
them. 1 ' 

I am assured by an European officer, employed in the Egyptian army, and 
hitherto a warm friend of the movement, that the precedent thus established will be 
insisted on by some 400 other officers, who will very shortly demand promotion. 

I need only allude in passing to the effect on the war estimates of promotions 
effected in this manner, and on so large a scale. They were not discussed in Council, 
and we had no opportunity of making ourselves heard. But the point to which 1 wish 
especially to call attention is that the course adopted by Araby shows me that lie has, 
as War Minister, no authority over the army; and that I see every reason to fear that 
the spirit of military indiscipline, encouraged by this first success, will rapidly become 
unmanageable. It is for Her Majesty’s Government to decide when, and at what 
point, anarchy is established. But, to cover my own responsibility, I wish to say in 
the clearest words that, in my judgment, the country is at this moment without an 
efficient Government and in imminent danger of disorder. The War Minister controls 
the Khedive and the Council; the army controls the War Minister. The temper and 
spirit of the mass of officers, so far as I can learn, is threatening and insubordinate; 
and I should not at any moment be surprised to hear of some serious incident, of which 
it is impossible to foretell the consequences. 

Secondly, with regard to the resignation of M. dc Blignicres. 

Ever since I took charge of my present duties I have recognized that, among the 
Erench in Egypt, there are two distinct and antagonistic parties. The majority follow 
the traditions of the Agency, which walks, more or loss avowedly, in the light of the 
old Erench pretensions to predominant or exclusive influence in the Mediterranean 
littoral. The minority, accepting the institution of the Control, are content to share 
with us preponderance. This dual line of action has constantly brought into open 
conflict the Erench Consul-General and the Erench Controller-General. M. de 
Blignicres, the representative of the minority, has at length been recalled, and J fear 
that his successor may be instructed to accept the inspirations of the Agency, and will 
thus look on all questions coming before him, first, directly from the point of view of 
of Erench interests, as currently understood here; and only secondly as an Egyptian 
official. As the existence itself of the Control depends on the subordination of 
exclusive Erench pretensions, I fear that the Control, already attacked from without, 
runs a risk of even greater danger from dissension within. Her Majesty’s Government 
alone knoAV Avhcther the ideas I have alluded to as prevailing here have their sanction 
and countenance in Paris; or Avhether the Erench Government may be relied on to 
keep in subjection the ambitions of their Representative and colony in Egypt. If not, 
it will become a question, not Avliether it is desirable, but Avliethcr it is possible, to 
maintain the Control; and the question of the Control, iioav, as I understand, under 
the consideration of Her Majesty's Government, becomes much more complicated. 

I am not called on to discuss what guarantees could be obtained if the Control 
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were Avithdrawn. Possibly some solution might be found, which would at least secure 
to the assigned revenues some measure of security greater than would be found at 
present if there were no Control. 

(Signed) A. COLVIN. 

March 1G, 1882. 


No. 412. 

Mr. Coolcson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 28.) 

(No. 140.) 

My Lord, Cairo, March 21,1882. 

I HAVE the honour to report to your Lordship that M. de Blignicres, late 
Erench Controller-General, left here yesterday for Alexandria, and Avill embark to-day 
for Erance. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CnAS. A. COOKSON. 


No. 413. 

Mr. Coolcson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 28.) 

(No. 141. Confidential. Extender.) 

My Lord, Cairo, March 21,1882. 

I HAVE the honour to report that I have learnt from a trustAvorthy informant 
that M. Sicnkicwicz has received from M. dc Eroyeinet a telegram on the political 
situation here, which points out that the authority of the present Khedive is irreparably 
destroyed, and that the only chance of re-establishing laAvful authority is by the 
restoration of Ismail Pasha. 

In confirmation of this report that Ismail Pasha is making an effort to profit by 
the troubled condition of affairs here, I have the honour to inclose a copy of a paper 
drawn up by Count Max Lavison, the ex-Khedive’s accredited agent here, Avliich 1ms 
been confidentially communicated to me by my informant. This Memorandum insists 
on the indispensability of personal government for Egypt; on the general disorganiza¬ 
tion and threatened disorder Avhich prevails in the country ; on the difficulties and 
dangers of foreign or Turkish intervention; and on the personal incapacity of TcAvfik 
Pasha; and proposes as the only solution possible the restoration of Ismail, AA r ho Avill 
be ready to abandon the finances of the country to foreign administrators, if he be 
alloAvcd full liberty to restore order. The Memorandum says that the authority of 
Ismail Pasha’s name Avill be sufficient to secure his reinstatement Avitliout any 
disturbance or bloodshed, and that this may be effected either by the PoAvers meroly 
acquiescing in the accomplished fact of his restoration, or by their deciding on the 
step being taken under their sanction. 

My informant tells mo that Count Lavison assured him that Ismail Pasha could 
count on all the military leaders, except Araby Pasha. I think it my duty to add, 
lioAvever, that I doubt altogether the accuracy of this appreciation of the sentiments 
of the military leaders, though I think it by no means impossible that the sudden 
reappearance of Ismail Pasha on the scene might altogether upset the Government of 
his son. . 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CnAS. A. COOKSON. 


Inclosure in No. 413. 

Memorandum by Count Lavison. 

LA question Egyptienne prcoccupc a juste titre l’Europe, ct partieuliFremont 
la Erance et la Grande Bretagne, dont les intdrets ongagds cn Egypte sont 
considerables. 

Aucun pays au mondc no peut vivre sans l’autorite : cn Europe l’autoritd prend 
des formes diverscs, en Orient elle est, et ne peut ctrc, que la personne memo du 
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Souverain. C’est la une vdrit4 reconnue. Or, l’autorite en Egypte a etc radicalement 
^Mbdication du Khedive Ismail, on faisant .• 

faibles et inexpmmentecs, a amenc cet 6tat de cnsc et danaiclue dont southe ie 

^Aprds Pabdication du Khedive Ismail, que restait-il en %ypte de l’autoritd 
souyeraine? Kien. ,_.. ,_,, ini lr>s Onnlvftleurs- 


G/m-hm-tux dans la mesure du possioie, lomauumu^, TSr r . I 

ni K.iaz Paslia ni Client Pasha, n'out pu la gouvemer. Anjourdliui 1 Lgypto n cst 
nlus ni "ouvomco ni administree; les hommes qui tormrait la taction au pouvon sont 
Fncanahfos de remnlir lour mission do Gouvemants ot d'Administratcuvs: bicn plus, 
nonffs suspectons fort do vouloir im jour on l’outro fortau-c aux engagements quo le 
pays a contmctes vis-a-vis do l’Europe ; et un pays se mourt sans Gouvemcment et 

SanS iwihosdn°de dire que toutes les institutions Europdcnnes auxqucllos on doit 
taut do bieufaits! tellcs quo lo ContrMe, la Caissc do la Dotto Publ.quo, les Tnbnnanx 
Mixtes, “nt menaces dans lour existence, et qu’on songe a s'on aflranelur a la 

pron^n occasion ^ ^ ^ Jcs ^ ^ des crhms £e comm ettcnt frequemmont 

et °Brt nSta" journellemc.it des meetings qui ne sent 

autre chose que’ le declmnement du ianatisme ct une menace porpetuelle porn es 

E “ 0 ^Pra ? ncoetl’Angleteri-e ont des droits et des interftts do premier ordre, poU- 
tiaues financiers, personnels a sauvegarder sur les fiords du Nil. II lcLU est donc 
impossible de se desintdresser et d’abandonner l’Egypte a cllc-meme. 

TnteiSr avec des troupes ? L’opinion publiquo en Prance ot on Angleterro est 
cent.“onto^ intervention; le mal 1 suffisamment empire aujomd’luu pour qunne 

r 


- — Uo tiu ’ cllcs 

permettront encore beaucoup do clioses avant de deplacer un seul soldat. 

Intervenir avee une nouvelle note collective. 

A quelle adresse ? du Khedive ? 

llitovvonir rar^'a Turquie ? Cost no rien resoudre, ot prdparer do plus grandes 
difflonut p^ravefor, As compter quit n'est pas bien certain que les Turns no 

par uno intervention SbteS regime intcrieur 

iSaurm- l’autoritd du KhediveV Malheureusement, 
oui ra Tewflk Paclia^i’attcindra jamais co rdsultot, soit a cause de sou temperament, 

' v a. / l't. l’afiaissement dans lesqucls il est tombo. 

soit a I1 cd ^ e U ( ^ s e lcs Cabinets Europdens ont examine la question d’un changement 
i n A VT>n ; ( ij v n cottc solution est sur toutes les lcvres en Lgypto. 

P Sen"em™t, il est ntesaire d'y refldchir aveo quelque connaissanee des 

’'“im est impotent: on cherchorait vainenent lcs qualitds qui le rendraient 

SiS 1 *'‘ASEtS fount 1'expdrionce lenr manque et la tdche 
serait trop lourde pour lours dpaules. 

^cttLondtma Paris dans les Chancelleries tengtaes des preventions 

contre ce Prince, nous pensons qu ddpartXi Khddive Ismail sont rdsolues 

Les questions financidres qui out amenc “ lo Element de la 

ddfinitivement et ldgalement pai a 1 j ‘ cl .^ nc iors, et qui sout du reste 
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donnerait lcs plus larges garanties a l’Europe, qu’il renoncerait k toute ingdrence dans 
l’administration financidre on debange d’un pouvoir illimitd qui lui serait laissd pour 
rdtablir l’ordre et la tranquillitd dans le pays. 

Le prestige ct 1’autorite qui s’attachent a son nom dtant demeurds intactes, son 
retour nous paraitrait la seule solution possible, et s’effectuerait assurdment sans 
secousse et sans la moindre effusion de sang. 

Son intelligence reconnu lui permettrait do se tirer des embarras actuels, et 
l’Lgypte retrouverait bicn vite avee lui un Gouvernomcnt et une Administration. 

Pour attcindre ce but deux moyens s’offrent a, l’esprit: le premier consisterait a, 
ne pas s’opposcr au retour du Kbddive Ismail en Egypte ct d’accepter les faits 
accomplis; la deuxidme a ne rendre ce retour possible qu’a la suite d’unc decision 
prise par ces memes Puissances qni ont amend son abdication. 

Cette mesure frapperait l’csprit des Lgyptiens, qui verraient par la qu’il faut 
compter avee l’Europe, et ce serait en memo temps donner un soufllct aux bommes 
dirigeants, qui, dans les derniers dvdnements, ont cru pouvoir impundment braver 
l’Europe. 


No. 414. 

Mr. Cookson to Earl Granville.—(Received March 28.) 

(No. 142.) 

My Lord, Cairo, March 21, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatches No. 127 of the 13th instant and No. 132 of 
the 16th instant, I have the honour to inform your Lordship that further promotions 
in the army which were anticipated are about to be made. 

Three hundred officers have received promises of promotion to the rank of 
Captain, but in order to conform to the letter of the law 400 or 500 are to be named 
to go through tlio form of an examination, and from these the 300 who have received 
promises are to be taken for promotion. 

There is certainly danger that the loAver ranks of “ sous-officiers ” and privates 
will not bo satisfied without tlieir share of the spoils of victory, and this danger was 
distinctly admitted to me by the Khedive himself in the last conversation which I had 
with him. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CHAS. A. COOKSON. 


No. 415. 

Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 341.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, March 28, 1882. 

ON the 6th ultimo you informed M. de Ereycinet of the wish of Her Majesty’s 
Government that any intervention in Egyptian affairs should represent the united 
action of Europe, and that when this had been agreed upon the Sultan ought, in 
their opinion, to he a party to further proceedings or discussions. As the replies 
which I have received from the Powers aro favourable to the proposals put forward in 
the joint Circular of the l7tli instant, I have to request your Excellency to ascertain 
M. de Preycinet’s opinion as to the course which should now he pursued with a view to 
inviting the Sultan to take part in the discussion of the Egyptian question. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 


No. 416. 

Mr. Plunkett to Earl Granville.—(Received March 29.) 

(No. 269. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Paris, March 27, 1882. 

IN the courso of private conversation this afternoon with M. Hecrais, Director 
of the Political Department in the Preneli Eoreign Office, I touched upon the couver- 
[346] • 3 P 
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sation which your Lordship had had with the French Charge d’Affaires as recorded in 
your despatch No. 812 of the 20th instant. 

M. Decrais at once disclaimed the notion that France had ever entertained the 
idea of a restoration of Ismail Pasha. When M. de Freycinet had spoken to Lord 
Lyons (as recorded in his despatch No. 237, Most Confidential, of the 17th instant), 
the French Minister was vaguely thinking of another Prince who might perhaps he 
substituted for the present Khedive. Tewfik Pasha’s weakness and incapacity were 
the cause of much of the present difficulty in Egypt, and M. Decrais implied pretty 
clearly his continued opinion that we should in the end have to get rid of the present 
occupant of the Khedival throne. 

He would not, however, say anything further; he excused himself from 
mentioning who M. de Freycinet had been thinking of on the ground that it had 
only been a vague idea in his Excellency’s mind, to which as yet no definite shape had 
been given. 

The substance of this was forwarded to your Lordship by telegraph. 

I have, &c. 

(For Lord Lyons), 

(Signed) F. E. PLUNKETT. 


No. 417. 

The Earl of Dufferin to Earl Granville.—(Received March 29, 3’30 P.M.) 

(No. 60.) 

(Telegraphic.) Constantinople, March 29, 1882, 12’45 p.m. 

ME. PLUNKETT’S telegram No. 26 of 27tli instant. 

I have no doubt the Prince mentioned is Halim Pasha, and that the idea has been 
inspired by Tissot. 


No. 418. 


Earl Granville to Lord Lyons. 

(No. 350.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, March 29, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 313 a of the 22nd instant, I should bo glad 
if your Excellency would take an early opportunity of ascertaining from M. do Frey¬ 
cinet what he thinks of the suggestion which I made to M. Tissot that the English and 
French Governments should each send out to Egypt technical advisers who should be 
able to assist the French and English Eeprescntatives in settling the details of the 
arrangements respecting financial matters contemplated in the identic Circular to the 
Powers of the 17th instant. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GEANYILLE. 








